
From: Glorianne Katz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 5:54:45 PM

My Name: Glorianne Katz

My Email: gjoyscat@aol.com

My Address:

6501-65 Way
West Palm Beach, FL 33409

Noone wants this train. No one needs this train. How many people do you think want to take a
 train from Miami to Orlando Airport. Then what, you rent a car to get around Orlando, or
 why would anyone want to take a train from Miami to catch a plane in Orlando? The right
 thing was NOT done, accepting the public, private bullet train the Federal govt put together
 with private business. Scott's Chief of Staff for one, wanted no part of it. Of course not, his
 friends are getting $$$ for AAF! 20,000 jobs lost to build the super train. Money that went to
 other states! Rick Scott has not had an idea or passed a thing that doesn't put $$$ in his
 pocket. STOP THIS FARCE OF A TRAIN!!!! STOP SCOTT! He doesn't care who must
 suffer for him to make some$$$.
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From: Joy Katz
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;

 Bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 11:05:25 AM

This must be stopped.  Scott is doing this for the $$$.  It’s already a proven fact that his staff
 member has a vested interest in it, that being the reason he had Crook Scott refuse the Federal
 money to build a bullet train from Tampa to Orlando to Miami. This train makes no sense at all! 
 Who needs a train that goes from Miami to Orlando Airport? Taking at least 3 hours to get there.  I
 can drive it faster and probably cheaper and I don’t have to go to the airport and rent a car if my
 reason for taking this absurd train is anything other than to get on a flight leaving Orlando!  I really
 don’t know anyone that would leave on a flight from Orlando that lives in Miami.  Stop this
 monstrousity!!!! Before it’s too late!!!!! I’m sure everyone that votes for Crook Scott will be in favor
 of anything he does.  Ignorance at its best!
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From: sevon Baker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, November 4, 2014 9:28:15 PM

My Name: sevon Baker

My Email: sevon586@att.net

My Address:

416 16th street sw
Ve err o beach fl. 32962

number one reason we shouldn't have the train come through Vero Beach Florida it's because
 of it runs right by some schools so the noise will affect the children's learning number 2
 because of the pollution it will create and number 3 because it benefits us not at all....
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From: James E Duffy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 4:17:29 PM

My Name: James E Duffy

My Email: whynotjim@comcast.net

My Address:

55 Links Road
Hobe Sound, Florida 33455

Believe me if I have to cross a railroad track being used by a train going 100 miles per hour
 I’m not going to depend upon a signals working. I’m going to stop or at least slow down and
 look both ways before crossing and I will not be alone. These delays plus those created while
 the gates are down will make thousands of constituents angry day in and day out year in and
 year out. They will see to it that their congressional representatives lose their jobs if The Train
 goes through irrespective of any reasons the representative can muster for why he/she
 couldn’t prevent it. There will be no allowance for excuses.
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From: Anthony Richard Carilli
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:22:17 AM

My Name: Anthony Richard Carilli

My Email: antrxxx@aol.com

My Address:

19315 N. Riverside Drive, Jupiter, Florida, 33469

My son Andrew and his friend 20 houses down the road, on Riverside Drive, both homes
 directly on the loxahatchee, both brought out there Jet skis this past June. Both experienced
 drivers, his friend accidentally slammed into my sons Jet ski Goin approx 55 mph, hitting his
 back quarter panel and ejecting her into the water! Andrew then noticed she was face down in
 the water, not moving, he thought quickly and swam to her and turned her over and got her to
 shore with help from another canoe rider, who also called the coast guard. She laid
 unconscious, until emergency coast guard boat arrived & then trama hawked to hospital & put
 on coma life support till revival 3 days later. All this emergency & revival would not have
 happened & a dead 17 y.o. Girl from a minor jet ski accident would have been the outcome if
 that trains bridge was down & emergency boat could not have reached her on other side of
 that low bridge in Jupiter!
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From: raymond haines
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:22:37 AM

My Name: raymond haines

My Email: primetime631@aol.com

My Address:

2200 sw brookhaven way
palm city fl 34990

why have we not heard of the feasability of having the trains run on tracks west of the
 proposed route ?
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From: Vera Balsam
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:22:49 AM

My Name: Vera Balsam

My Email: balsamvera@gmail.com

My Address:

1204 Boston Avenue,
Fort Pierce, Fl 34950

To put this train in St.Lucie County would be horrible, we have enough now that it slows
 traffic, stops traffic, we already have so many businesses that have closed or barely hanging
 in there and no one would be able to get to our Historic Downtown therefore even more food
 off of people's plates. I say no to the train!!
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From: S. D. Silberg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:23:00 AM

My Name: S. D. Silberg

My Email: sdsilberg@yahoo.com

My Address:

42 Vista Gardens Trail
Apt 204
Vero Beach
FL 32962

We live close to where these trains will run. We use the road that will be affected by the train
 crossing regularly. Its a level crossing at a busy intersection.
We are terrified that there will be terrible accidents at this crossing and that people will be
 killed - and it might be us. 
As it is we hear the few trains that cross nearby to us. it is currently a gentle sound that has
 become background noise to our lives. We detest the idea of numerous high speed trains
 rushing by casing vibration, noise, pollution and danger it is going to have a negative impact
 on our lives and we are dreading it.
We hoped for a peaceful existence in Vero Beach but now this! We cant understand why these
 monster trains must rattle through communities -and we don't even get to benefit from it - just
 noise, pollution, vibrations and potential accidents.
This project as planned is a disgrace. I am not against high speed rail and I am all for mass
 transport but this is an outrage and the people being affected are being ignored. Shame on
 you!
Sincerely
S. D. Silberg
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From: sevon Baker
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:23:49 AM

My Name: sevon Baker

My Email: sevon586@att.net

My Address:

416 16th street sw
Ve err o beach fl. 32962

number one reason we shouldn't have the train come through Vero Beach Florida it's because
 of it runs right by some schools so the noise will affect the children's learning number 2
 because of the pollution it will create and number 3 because it benefits us not at all....
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From: George ADAMS
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:36:35 AM

My Name: George ADAMS

My Email: george@czadams.com

My Address:

8226 Se Golfhouse Drive

The train makes no sense north of West Palm - what modern rails road rams thru towns with
 AT GRADE crossings! Deny the RIFF loan and Private Activity Bonds!

Sincerely
George Adams
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From: christine adams
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 10:42:55 AM

My Name: christine adams

My Email: c@cdg1.net

My Address:

8226 SE golf house drive hobe sound fl 33455

Deny the AAF RIFF loan - this is crazy to run HSR on old tracks with AT GRADE crossings -
 move the tracks west and plan the rail road properly!
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From: Bill Escue
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 3:54:17 PM

My Name: Bill Escue

My Email: escues@sbcglobal.net

My Address:

2 Banyan Road
Stuart, FL 34996

772-286-5376

Hello,

Real simply, AAF will destroy the Treasure Coast. Imagine in excess of 50 trains per day
 (passenger and freight) passing through this area. Just last week, I was held up at the
 intersection of Monterey Road and Dixie highway for 28 minutes....for 1 train!!

AAF has consistently stretched the truth. It is simply a real estate venture in Miami, Fort
 Lauderdale and West Palm Beach to develop property that Fortress owns. Here is a key
 question to think about.....why should Fortress get a loan to build of all things, an 80 story
 building in Miami? What has that got to do with transportation?

Send the train through rural areas west of the Treasure Coast. This makes the most sense and
 is the safest option. This whole project is a mistake waiting to happen. The ridership will not
 materialize as projected and a couple years later there will be no running trains but real estate
 making money for Fortress. Many of the folks that AAF claims will be riders will rent cars. 

Please look at this very closely. This project is not in the best interest of the citizens or the
 state. It is a boondoggle that needs shut down by not allowing it to happen. Let's have the
 government work for the people, not a disreputable business that continues to provide false
 and misleading info and even sued the state to prevent the release of very basic information!!

Thanks,

Bill Escue
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From: Doris and Justin White
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 6:50:01 PM

My Name: Doris and Justin White

My Email: dwhite9500@aol.com

My Address:

3712 Outrigger Dr., Fort Pierce, Florida 34946

There are no positive benefits from the All aboard railroad to the Treasure Coast
as it will destroy the peace and quiet in our beautiful river front communities and make it
 unsafe for the residents. It will negatively affect the businesses 
in the areas east of the Dixie Highway and U.S. 1. It will also hinder traffic, 
emergency vehicles and bridges and boat traffic. I am a realtor and am 
already seeing signs that the train will seriously affect sales of prime properties due to the
 proposed railroad. 

Please stop this ridiculous proposal.

Doris L. White and Justin A White 
3712 Outrigger Drive 
Fort Pierce, Florida 34946
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From: Ed Preman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 2:03:18 PM

My Name: Ed Preman

My Email: premansite@comcast.net

My Address:

8385 SE Ketch Court
Hobe Sound, FL 33455

From the coastal neighborhoods of Hobe Sound to Stuart is only 8 or 9 miles, but taking the
 "obvious" DixieHwy route criss-crosses the FEC tracks several times. Going north into
 Jensen adds a few more as well as including several bridges. If the luck of the draw is not
 with us, the daily 10 mile venture north can sometimes take 30 - 40 minutes with a bridge
 opening and stoppage for a train. Add 32 trains a day and that 10 miles could take 60 minutes.
 And, our PUD's western boundary is the FEC tracks. Residents who invested $400K - $500K
 for their dream home are already upset about the 12 - 15 trains every 24/7. Add 32 trans a day
 and they'll try to sell and lose $$, property values will tank, and /or residents who stay will
 become unhappy. Tell me where Martin County benefits from this fiasco???
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From: Colleen Clair
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 8:07:35 AM

My Name: Colleen Clair

My Email: colleenanneclair@bellsouth.net

My Address:

11345 SW Meadowlark Circle
Stuart, FL 34997

I grew up in the small town of Stuart, which has grown considerably. Traffic already comes to
 a complete gridlock often enough with the freight trains and this will make my town a place
 MUCH less desirable. GO WEST with it, fools!
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From: Rodney Day
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 9:59:12 AM

My Name: Rodney Day

My Email: rdayiii@mac.com

My Address:

5958 SE Mourning Dove Way
Hobe Sound, FL 33455

Please play hardball with the FRA and the Florida East Coast Railroad on FEC's proposal to
 add a ridiculous number of freight and passenger trains to its right-of-way between Miami
 and Orlando. The proposal makes absolutely no sense. The data cited in the DEIS is seriously
 flawed, from ridership estimates, to disruption of marine commerce and recreation, to the
 environmental impact on parks and communities through which the tracks pass. Please visit
 any one of the dozens of towns along the line, stand at any number of crossings, and visualize
 what a "high speed" train will do to the life of that town, not to mention what more frequent
 and much longer freight trains will do.

There is an existing CSX right-of-way a few miles west of the FEC line which should be
 considered. It would create minimal intrusion into the lives of hundreds of thousands of
 people who live and work in this part of South Florida. The thought of letting the FEC
 proceed with its brutal proposal is indefensible at best, incorrigible in fact. Please stop this
 travesty in the making.

Thank you.

mailto:rdayiii@mac.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Deborah Lundmark
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, November 19, 2014 7:53:50 PM

My Name: Deborah Lundmark

My Email: vbmathmom@hotmail.com

My Address:

3360 57th Ave
Vero Beach Fl 32966

I firmly believe that All Aboard Florida is going to be extremely detrimental to Florida's east
 coast. There is already passenger train service through Amtrak between Miami and Orlando.
 It is so under utilized that many people do not know of its existence. I think All Aboard will
 run passenger service at a loss for a short period of time before converting to more long, slow
 freight trains noisily bisecting our towns with the new double tracks. The timing is perfect for
 the newly widened Panama Canal and the additional freight that will need to be moved as a
 result. 
Our residents will see their property values drop, tourists heading elsewhere due to the noise
 and delays, and emergency vehicles blocked by trains when every minute counts. 
I understand that businesses need to make a profit, but this should not be at the expense of our
 towns, our homes, and our health. They can use land belonging to CSX. Let them run their
 freight and/ passenger trains without destroying our towns. There are other, better options.
 They should be utilized.
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From: Mr & Mrs William Fitzpatrick
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 4:50:20 PM

My Name: Mr & Mrs William Fitzpatrick

My Email: carolfitzz@hotmail.com

My Address:

1589 SW Sea Holly Way
Palm City, Fl. 34990

Florida Not All Aboard

This should be front page news with all that is being done for the preparation of the
 supertankers coming through the expanded Panama Canal.
The said rail tracks will be not be used for passengers without losing money. What then freight
 traffic, this was wanted all along!
We need to hold our elected officials accountable!
Grants ! This is Taxpayers Money not to be repaid!
• $1 Billion for Ports to be upgraded
• $112Million grant for new equipment
• $215 Million grant for new train station for Orlando Airport
• $10 Million grant for Quiet Zones
• $90 Million grant for next year
Every day 7am thru 11pm a total of 52 times per day for passenger and freight trains will pass!
Major impact on coastal economy.
All coastal towns are reliant on easy access to beaches, waterways and waterfront parks. Every
 route has to cross railroad tracks! 
The charm of our small downtown areas with shops and restaurants will be affected.
Martin Memorial Hospital.
Doctors’ offices and labs affiliated with Martin Memorial will be affected. Every route has to
 cross railroad tracks!
National Waterway 
Connecting West Coast to the East coast of Florida. Only one way to reach the ocean is
 through the St. Lucie River
Our Indian River Lagoon is known as a National Treasure.
Imagine an accident on our antiquated railroad bridge on the Saint Lucie River. Has anyone
 walked the track along the bridge? It is an accident waiting to happen! Has anyone looked
 into statistics across the country of train accidents and spillages that effect our environment ?
What of our Safety?
How can FAA have that much power to affect so many people? Our government and Elected
 Officials need to put the constituents first.
There are alternatives with less impact.
Go West with existing CSX tracks!
Lay tracks beside Florida Turnpike!
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Respectfully
Willam & Carol Fitzpatrick
1589 SW Sea Holly Way
Palm City, Fl. 34990



From: Herb Lozott
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 8:01:33 PM

My Name: Herb Lozott

My Email: conchchowder@att.net

My Address:

522 Evergreen Drive, Lake Park, FL 33403

Another fiasco in the making. We are stopped from getting from one side of town to the other
 too many times, and for too long of a period as it is. Now insult will be added to injury if this
 joke of an idea comes to pass. It's an expensive, bad idea. It is doomed to failure. It will cost
 the tax payers far more than it will ever return. Only special interests will be cashing in, and
 that will only be on the construction. A little like publicly funded Baseball fields that are
 nothing more than publicly funded boondoggles.
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From: Naomi Ruehlman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 9:03:28 PM

My Name: Naomi Ruehlman

My Email: naomi_ruehlman@yahoo.com

My Address:

2226 NW Padova St.
Port St. Lucie, FL. 34986

There are obviously a number of unanswered questions and valid concerns regarding this ill
 thought-out project that will only service the needs of the very few statewide while
 inconveniencing a very large portion of the voting population. 

This high speed system will tear through Saint Lucie county, ignoring Port Saint Lucie, which
 according to the latest Census, is the 9th largest city in Florida. All we will get from this
 proposed "high speed rail" is more traffic delays and noise! 

For these reasons alone, this project should NOT move forward. I just wish to close this letter
 by saying that a large population inconvenienced by this proposed route will remember this at
 election time!
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From: glen blair
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 11:17:06 AM

My Name: glen blair

My Email: grogerb@bellsouth.net

My Address:

58 woodland dr vero beach FL 32962

As FAA is now claiming private ownership of rail corridor...and therefore that they can do as
 they please with it...I have several suggestions: 1) That "being" the case they should be billed
 for all back tax abatements plus penalties and interest . 2) Also each town should now impose
 a tax assessment on every foot of rail linage ...this $ amount to be decided later and to be kept
 secret...using fabricated determinates (starting at an estimated $1000/foot). 3)There should
 also be a per person ridership surcharge...with a starting floor of 3.5 million riders; based on
 FAA's own estimates - and which would be a minimum - even if they only realize the same
 virtually non existent current ridership. 4)There should be no taxpayer backed loan guarantees
 for a private enterprise.
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From: Forrest Kleiser Saleh
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 1:49:27 PM

My Name: Forrest Kleiser Saleh

My Email: forrestsaleh@hotmail.com

My Address:

13280 164 Ct. N.
Jupiter, Fl. 33478

I don't have a problem with a railway going from Miami to Orlando. However, there needs to
 be new tracks made and it should go West of town (via P&W) and veer toward Orlando. To
 go through the major towns up the East coast would be more costly then laying newer tracks.
 For example, the railroad bridge in Jupiter would have to be completely rebuilt. It
s been there since the 50's when my family moved there. There needs to be access for
 emergency vehicles. People lose time now due to the draw bridges having specific times in
 the weekday and anytime on weekends plus the freight trains that already take up enough
 time. I can't imagine how a town like Jupiter with another train going through would function
 economically. I'm sure other towns up the East coast would have similar problems. I think it
 would be less expensive to make the new rails in rural, undeveloped areas on flat surfaces
 without having to rebuild or demolish buildings in the pathway toward Orlando.
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From: Kathleen warren
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 8:49:09 PM

My Name: Kathleen warren

My Email: katesiunflower8@gmail.com

My Address:

6662 Picante Circle
Fort Pierce , fl.

We see no befit to have aaf running through our area. We can see the great damage it will
 cause to the environment . There is zero benefit to our area. Many of our main streets cross
 these tracks and would cause a major traffic jam. Aaf would also prevent medical help from
 saving a life.
We are against it.
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From: tom gill
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Friday, November 14, 2014 11:35:02 AM

My Name: tom gill

My Email: gatorkiter@gmail.com

My Address:

3866 hield rd
palm bay, fl

We all know that this is going to turn into another Amtrack, who needed and got $350 million
 from the feds for operating in the red last year year. They are in the red every year.
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From: george pronovost
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Saturday, November 15, 2014 12:17:16 PM

My Name: george pronovost

My Email: pgeorgepro1@aol.com

My Address:

72 yacht cl pl tequesta fl

trains will save fuel moving people, no. what about all the cars and boats that are idling at all
 the crossings and the boats waiting at draw bridges wasting fuel.
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From: Chris Brennan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Saturday, November 15, 2014 12:52:40 PM

My Name: Chris Brennan

My Email: capnloogie@gmail.com

My Address:

5472 NE 3 AVE
Oakland Park FL
33334

All aboard Florida has finite funding. When that funding runs out, it will fall on the tax payers.
 The passenger numbers they claim the trains will carry are ubsurd. This project will never be
 self funding. Stop this project before it's too late to turn back.
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From: Julie Creswell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Sunday, November 16, 2014 4:47:02 PM

My Name: Julie Creswell

My Email: xmasgirl2003@gmail.com

My Address:

412 Northlake Drive
North Palm Beach, Fl 33408

I live close enough to the tracks here in North Palm Beach, and can hear two trains whistles
 blowing at around 11:30 and 12 midnight. I don't want to hear any more than we already do!
 Not to mention all of the clogging up of vehicular traffic (especially during season). I have
 personally seen people killed by trains. Not particularly safe. How much am I (a middle class
 citizen) going to pay for a round trip ticket for my whole family to go to Disney on this train,
 when we can all jump into my 7 passenger van and be there in 3 hours, plus have a car while
 there? Are the less fortunate going to pay for a ticket? I think not. The rich can fly, boat, or
 take a luxury vehicle up. It makes no sense to me as to who is going to ride this thing!

Thankyou for listening, and really paying attention to what people are saying instead of
 steamrolling ahead.

Julie Creswell

mailto:xmasgirl2003@gmail.com
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From: walt pribble
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 11:18:10 AM

My Name: walt pribble

My Email: wlpribble@aol.com

My Address:

1755 sw monarch club Dr
Palm City, Fl 34990

Safety, safety, safety!

mailto:wlpribble@aol.com
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From: Werner A. Palmer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 2:12:36 PM

My Name: Werner A. Palmer

My Email: wopalmer@aol.com

My Address:

709 Navaho St.
Jupiter, Fl 33458

This has been touted as a job producing and economic enhancing project. Would it not make
 more sense to use the existing CSX rail system. This system runs through the center of the
 state and is also used by Amtrack. The rails exist to take this train from West Palm Beach to
 Orlando and the center of the state could use the economic and work enhancement. This route
 can be seen on a map issued by the state of Florida under the Florida Rail Network.

mailto:wopalmer@aol.com
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From: Henry Howell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 4:02:37 PM

My Name: Henry Howell

My Email: hwhowell@att.net

My Address:

6711 SE Mourning Dove Way
Hobe Sound, FL 33455

Dear Representative,
All Aboard Florida is a very disturbing project on many, many levels. I will touch on only a
 few in this letter.
1. Home value. Already the homes of us who live in the eastern coastal area of Martin County
 are seeing the value of our homes decline. A number of our neighbors are considering putting
 their homes on the market. I know that I as well as others in our area will ask for a revaluation
 of our homes for tax purposes if this project goes through.
2. Safety. With the thirty-two passenger and an unknown number of freight trains scheduled it
 will be very difficult for emergency services including fire, police and health providers to get
 to us in any reasonable amount of time. It will be just as difficult for us to get out of our
 community to get to health providers when necessary.
3. Cost. The idea that the passenger side of AAF will be profitable and therefore able to repay
 its government guaranteed debt is ludicrous. I worked for a bank for 35 years and know that
 no passenger service in the entire US is capable of repaying this kind of loan. There is no
 question that the taxpayers will end up on the short end of the stick.
4. Location. If the government wants a rail link between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and Orlando
 they should upgrade the tracks of the CSX line which runs through the middle of the state. It
 will not bother our citizens and will be less costly to build.
I would strongly suggest a complete revaluation of this project and a denial of permission to
 build the second line.
Sincerely,
Henry Howell

mailto:hwhowell@att.net
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From: Frances Schulz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Monday, November 17, 2014 6:36:47 PM

My Name: Frances Schulz

My Email: febszy@gmail.com

My Address:

555 4th st # 53 Vero Beach, FL 32962

I live in small adult Mobile Home park that borders the railroad tracks on 4th street & Us 1.
 My home is about 100 feet from the signal crossing and I am awakened at least twice a night
 with the train laying on it's horn to and through the crossing. There are signal arms at the
 crossing and there is no need once they reach it to keep blowing their horn through it. This is
 one of the few still affordable parks left for those of us trying to live on our SocSec checks, so
 there is no moving else where. We need a better system for the trains between 10 PM and 7
 AM than currently exists. I can't imagine what life here would be like with more trains than
 currently use the tracks because there would be no peace or quiet here.

mailto:febszy@gmail.com
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From: John R. Ted O"Brien
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Sunday, November 23, 2014 11:05:41 AM

My Name: John R. "Ted" O'Brien

My Email: ted.tedobrien@gmail.com

My Address:

1155 North Jeaga Drive
Jupiter, FL 33458

Though not as prominent an element of discussion as its effect on maritime traffic, the
 proposed AAF passenger train service would have a significant negative impact on the flow
 of automobile traffic in Jupiter and would adversely affect the safety, and day to day lives of
 Jupiter residents. Those who have lived in more densely populated areas have an appreciation
 for the negative effects of traffic congestion such as would result from the proposed AAF
 service. 

A dramatic increase (reportedly from 12 to 46 trains per day) in train traffic is an inherent
 element of the proposed AAF service through Jupiter. As with any development with the
 potential to impact automobile traffic flow, e.g., houses, schools, shopping centers, the
 potential impact of the AAF service on automobile must be responsibly and effectively
 evaluated before the project should be seriously considered much less approved. At least with
 respect to the crossings in our town of Jupiter, it appears that has not been done. 

Residents and visitors to the east and west of the tracks proposed for use by AAF rely heavily
 of the four roadways, i.e., Donald Ross Road, Toney Penna Drive, Indiantown Road and
 Center Street, all of which are crossed by the tracks proposed for use by AAF, for travel to
 and from a wide variety of destinations e.g., medical facilities, schools, shopping interstate
 highways, etc. During the winter season when the Jupiter population swells, delays at the
 crossings and traffic back-ups already occur and the turn lanes established for use by cars
 turning onto these roads and crossing the tracks are already at capacity. 

The introduction of additional traffic delays associated with the proposed increase in train
 traffic proposed by AAF will cause the number of cars waiting to cross the tracks to swell
 beyond the capacity of the turn lanes and extend onto the travel lanes of busy highways, i.e.,
 AIA/811 and Military Trail, from which they are turning thereby creating a dangerous
 situation for drivers and for their passengers. The planned increases in population to in the
 areas to the west will increase the already heavy demand for the use of the roadways. 

The unavoidable introduction of automobile traffic delays resulting from the proposed AAF
 project will cause substantial inconvenience, economic harm and will pose danger to Jupiter
 and its residents. The proposed service is of no benefit to Jupiter residents: all reasonable
 efforts should be made to stop it. 

mailto:ted.tedobrien@gmail.com
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From: Stanley Huddleston
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 6:46:10 PM

My Name: Stanley Huddleston

My Email: stuartquay@usa.net

My Address:

1209 e. ocean blvd. Stuart, Fl.34996

I am totally against All Aboard Fla. Trains and don't understand how the goverment could
 allow something
of this magnitiude to possably take place with out letting the citizens to vote on it.As a boater
 that uses local waterways that requires passing thru / under bridges that will be closed more
 than they will be open!
I also live a few blocks from our local hospital to which access from the north,most of the
 south and all of the west will be blocked by 4 rail road crossings.you can currently speed from
 10-23 minutes just to get across. Multiply this by all the current trains plus the 32 new trains
 will lead to deaths not to mention the loss of property values for many of our nicer
 neighborhoods that are close to the train tracks. Neither me or any of my friends can
 understand why the train doesn't switch to the Amtracts west of towns along the S.E. Fla.
 Coast.

mailto:stuartquay@usa.net
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Thursday, November 27, 2014 10:01:05 PM

My Name: Robert Puglisi

My Email: bpuglisi511@yahoo.com

My Address:

1001 Turtle Run Dr.
Apt. 106
Sebastian, Fl. 32958

The plan as put forth by All Aboard Florida is so destructive of the Treasure Coast
 communities thru which it will pass that I can't comprehend just how stupid and evil these
 people are. AAF belongs in the garbage.
Bob Puglisi

mailto:bpuglisi511@yahoo.com
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From: Chris
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:43:12 AM

My Name: Chris

My Email: bensonian1002@yahoo.com

My Address:

481 Francesca ridge road, boynton beach florida, 33435

this increase in rail traffic will slow down the ability of first responders, increase the need for
 first responders due to traffic and pedestrian related accidents, and lower property values of
 residences living along the railroad.

This cannot be allowed to push through

mailto:bensonian1002@yahoo.com
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From: Elllen Di Meglio
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:36:06 AM

My Name: Elllen Di Meglio

My Email: efdm0201@yahoo.com

My Address:

592 Metalmark Way
Sebastian, Fl. 32958

This train is of no benefit to the locals in the treasure coast area. Alll we are going to get here
 is the inconvenience of the train going through our towns and the noise. Not to mention the
 increased danger at the crossings. As usual it's another brainless idea of big business. We are
 against this train!
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From: michael and lauren Stango
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:47:12 AM

My Name: michael and lauren Stango

My Email: traderms@comcast.net

My Address:

18254 Perigon Way, Jupiter, FL 33458

John Winkle and Coast Guard District 7,
My name is Michael Stango and I live at 18254 Perigon Way, Jupiter, FL. 33458. Which is
 located west of the train bridge
on the Loxahatchee River. I am an avid boater and fisherman. I own a 34’ Pursuit Drummond
 Sport Fisherman, which is powered by twin Yamaha 350’s.
Unfortunately, I could not attend the meeting held at the Jupiter Community Center.
I am personally appalled when I read the small window used in January to evaluate our boat
 traffic. I have lived on the river since 2008
and boat throughout the year. My limited access time to get in and out of the river is
 concerning for many reasons, which I am sure was expressed by
many residents. My main concern is safety. The Loxahatchee is aligned directly behind the
 inlet, which causes significantly strong currents. I don’t
know if we have a camera located on the train bridge or on the AIA bridge. If not, I would ask
 for consideration to mount one or two for a period
of time that would allow for an accurate count of boat traffic. More importantly, focusing on
 the summer, spring months and especially Holiday weekends.
Living directly across from the sand bar, I can confirm 50 to 75 boats a day are beached
 frequently. To use a short window in January is unacceptable.
My safety concerns have been an issue since I moved on the river. During the warmer months,
 especially in the summer
the boat back up at the train bridge is horrific. In the summer months the majority of boaters
 are teenagers or in their early twenty’s. Ninety five 
percent of them have never taken a Coast Guard class or are aware that a boat with the
 “current” has the right of way! When that bridge opens
it’s like the start of the Indy 500. Vessels like mine with significant weight in the back, will
 have their stern slide out with the current. I have had many
close collisions over the years. Specifically, when an approaching boat will “not” give me the
 right of way. Leaving me no alternative but to increase my speed causing 
a large wake in a very narrow opening. I have witnessed, boats brushing up against one
 another, objects being thrown at boats and verbal exchanges
that may have lead to physical confrontation.
We are all blessed with what mother nature has given us. A for profit train should not
 jeopardize our freedoms and safety!

Sincerely,
Michael Stango
18254 Perigon Way, Jupiter, FL. 33458
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From: Karl Richardson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:19:57 AM

My Name: Karl Richardson

My Email: kritr4@bellsouth.net

My Address:

7997 SE VIlla
Hobe Sound, FL 33455

As a taxpaying voter, I urge you to stop these trains from running through our community. Our
 peaceful way-of-life, our non-congested roadways and our waterway bridges right-of-way
 will be violated by a greedy company. These things have happened before in America and
 always take years to correct. Please STOP the All Aboard Florida project before it happens.
This issue will not go away for the citizens of the Treasure Coast.
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From: Jacqueline Eubanks
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:31:17 PM

My Name: Jacqueline Eubanks

My Email: grandtier@bellsouth.net

My Address:

4593 SE Waterford Drive, Stuart FL 34997

This projected train service will be profoundly disruptive to all of Martin County, and
 especially Stuart. This project must stopped NOW!! The impacts will be many and
 economically disruptive, virtually turning Stuart into two isolated cities.
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From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:24:32 PM

My Name: Robert Puglisi

My Email: bpuglisi511@yahoo.com

My Address:

1001 Turtle Run Dr.
Apt.106
Sebastian, Fl. 32958

It boggles the mind that you people are so imperious to think you can destroy our communities
 without us fighting back. You will not build your high speed train here. We will not allow it.

mailto:bpuglisi511@yahoo.com
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From: Beverly Stewart
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:53:57 PM

My Name: Beverly Stewart

My Email: beverly.stewart407@gmail.com

My Address:

909 S. Lakeside Place
Lantana, Fl 33462

The effect of adding additional trains will greatly change the quality of life for all residents
 that live both east and west of the train tracks. Additional routes will increase congestion and
 with the cars stopped air pollution will increase. 

Right now there is not a need for additional routes from Miami to Orlando. Amtrak has
 sufficient routes and they are not operating to capacity. This idea is just to prosper big
 business and is not for the residents of Florida. Stop it now.
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From: Marge Ketter
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:05:34 PM

My Name: Marge Ketter

My Email: margeketter@belllsouth.net

My Address:

7088 SE Rivers Edge St
Jupiter FL 33458

I don't have to repeat all of the negative things the proposed train project will be foisted on
 residents of the Treasure Coast, and believe that since counties to the south of it think it's a
 wonderful project and a boon to their areas, let them have it and be hoist in their own petard.
 Then insist the tracks run out to the Beelline Hwy from West Palm Beach to run alonside the
 CSX tracks or work out a deal with CSX to use their track where FEC doesn't double track.
No one believes this charade is about a needed passenger service to Disney World, we all
 know it's about frieight. Stuart has spent thousands of dollars and years to make the old
 downtown area of Flagler, Osceola, and E Ocean, which area will turn into a railroad yard
 while freight trains stack up blocking crossings back for miles and making Confusion Corner
 even more confusing. The attractive commercial area on the river will no longer draw tourists
 and will be a disaster for small businesses. Every small town along this route will be impacted
 and it's a matter of the loss of business and threat to the health, welfare and safety of all
 peoples in the area. All for the greed of FEC companies.
We've had to tolerate what train traffic there has been for years but we knew it was there and it
 was tolerable. As residents and taxpayers we don't deserve this nor do we deserve to have to
 pick up the pieces of the passenger service and have another government train losing money.
STOP THIS TRAIN BEFORE WE ALL GET HURT IN MANY WAYS.

Marge Ketter
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mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Patricia R Donaldson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:28:27 PM

My Name: Patricia R Donaldson

My Email: pdonal5436@belolsouth.net

My Address:

3200 North A-1-A
#1104
Fort Pierce, Florida 34949

I have lived in Florida all my life and am not against high speed trains in Florida . I have
 traveled on them and think they are a solution to many transportation problems. However,
 AAF, as planned, would be a disaster for the Treasure Coast as it would have a negative
 impact on the environment, the economy, and the quality of life. I live on North Hutchinson
 Island and must cross the railroad track for work, shopping, and errands. I would be at an
 extreme disadvantage in the event of an emergency. The tracks should be west and not
 through the center of towns on the Treasure Coast where the trains will disrupt every aspect
 of our lives on a continuous, daily basis.
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From: Marilyn Waugh-Stinnette
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:30:35 PM

My Name: Marilyn Waugh-Stinnette

My Email: marilynwaughstinnette@comcast.net

My Address:

10303 S. Indian River Dr.
Ft. Pierce, Fl. 34982

Dear Sir;
Please know that as a citizen and full-time resident of St. Lucie County, Florida I am in total
 opposition to the All Aboard Florida Rail expansion project as it now stands. I have based my
 opinion on several factors, including the lack of consideration given in the EIS on the impact
 on the Treasure Coast of Florida. Some, but not all of the reasons most important to me, I will
 relate in this email. If allowed to proceed, this project would bring about nothing other than
 degradation to numerous natural areas along its route, such as the Savannas State Park, North
 Sebastian Conservation Area and Jonathan Dickenson State Park, as well as their resident
 species. In fact, the Draft EIS altogether fails to adequately assess impacts to these areas.
 These precious Florida natural habitats must be protected.
I call on you to also consider the human communities along our treasured "Treasure Coast".
 From Brevard through Martin Counties there are historic neighborhoods and downtown areas,
 including my own lovely town of Ft. Pierce, where the quality and very flow of daily life
 would be interrupted and perhaps even destroyed by an added 32 trains cutting through them
 in less than 24 hours each day. These communities rely on tourism to sustain economic
 health.These aren't the tourists that are looking for a fast ride from Miami to Disney World
 and the theme parks. Rather, the visitors who frequent our communities come looking for a
 different kind of, and more authentic Florida experience. Our marine industry is heavily
 reliant on those who come here for sport fishing, sailing and other means of enjoying our
 rivers, bays and the ocean. I know you will receive many comments on how impeded boat
 traffic on our waterways would be devastating to our communities. 
The interrupted flow of street traffic, both pedestrian and vehicular would be inconvenient at
 best and life-threatening at worst. For example, in our downtown Ft. Pierce, we have a multi-
level parking garage just west of the train tracks and restaurants, shops, galleries, offices,
 courthouse, waterfront and a performing arts theater just on the east side. Visitors, employees,
 etc. park and then take the short walk to their destinations, which includes walking across the
 tracks. I believe that the increased train traffic would be both dangerous and discouraging to
 potential visitors to downtown businesses. This is only one of several such downtown districts
 along the Treasure Coast that would be negatively impacted.
One does not need to possess a business degree to doubt the profitability of this endeavor as
 put forth by All Aboard Florida. It is destined to financial failure, therefore, it makes no sense
 to allow a doomed project to negatively impact and devastate our beloved environment and
 communities.
A recommendation to All Aboard Florida would be to develop expanded passenger rail service
 to the west of our coastal communities where impacts can be more appropriately mitigated
 and where this project could be an asset to our community and not a burdensome liability.
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Sincerely,
Marilyn Waugh-Stinnette
10303 S. Indian River Dr.
Ft. Pierce, Fl. 34982 



From: France"s R. Hohenstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:52:22 PM

My Name: France's R. Hohenstein

My Email: tobygeo@gmail.com

My Address:

1950 Palm City Rd, Stuart, Fl, 34994

We moved here because of the delightful ambience of the area--beautiful downtown, ease of
 getting there, good medical facilities whith easy access. AAF will kill all that, and we will
 leave if this goes through. It is a boondoggle of the worst kind and we beg you to make sure
 this plan does not go through. The tracks to the west are there. Yes, they will have to pay to
 use them, but compared to the cost in dollars and cost in impact on lives here, the tracks to the
 west are a sensible alternative. Frankly, passenger trains are not going to generate enough
 revenue to offset the initial expenses anyway, so it's a safe bet the whole idea is for increased
 freight. Please think carefully about your decision on this. Thank you, Frances Hohenstein
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From: Geraldine Knam
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:35:41 PM

My Name: Geraldine Knam

My Email: gerryk@bellsouth.net

My Address:

7547 SE Bay Cedar Circle, Hobe Sound, FL 33455

PLAIN and SIMPLE... We in Martin County and Florida ..DON'T WANT THE ALL
 ABOARD TRAIN !!!!
Why c an't you understand that ???
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mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: William E Quinn II
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 8:35:30 AM

My Name: William E Quinn II

My Email: weq2@aol.com

My Address:

596 Scrubjay Drive, Jupiter, FL 33458

Dear Mr Winkle:

Please accept this correspondence as comments and questions about the AAF DEIS for
 consideration by the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council. The Town’s comments are
 organized by the Environmental Effects identified in the DEIS.
Land Use:

It is my understanding, much of the FEC right of way through Jupiter was established through
 an easement dedicated by the United States of America by act of Congress on March 3, 1875.
 Limited lands used by FEC were acquired through fee simple deeds. Further investigations
 into the ownership of the FEC rail corridor through Jupiter has determined that a portion of
 the property may not fall under sole ownership of FEC and/or FEC is not a fee simple
 controlling party to title of the railroad right of way.

Perhaps more importantly, the entire rail corridor has been dedicated to the use of the public.
 For over a century, the FEC has used this dedication to the public to its advantage through tax
 exemptions and the ability to secure public funding for improvements and maintenance in the
 corridor.

In consideration of All Aboard Florida, it is reported that the rail corridor is “privately held”
 and under the complete control and jurisdiction of the railroad company. As such, FEC and
 AAF purport that state or local governments have no grounds to approve or deny the project
 as the advocate for the “public”. Even though some of the lands may have originally been
 held in private hands, the “public” designation assigned to some of the property may have
 modified the original private land rights in some measure to consider the “public’s interest” in
 how the right of way is used.

Given these observations, I believe the residents like myself would like clarification on
 ownership issues within the corridor to support the position that AAF/FEC has the ability to
 1) expand capacity within the ROW without any public input and 2) charge local units of
 government lease payments for use of public crossings and necessary improvements to
 railroad crossings.

TRANSPORTATION
Although the DEIS focused on passenger rail, the assumptions in the analysis include a growth
 in freight that need to be considered given the combined impacts on transportation.
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mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


Baseline Data for Freight: The DEIS discusses expected increased freight train trips using
 2013 as a baseline. This section should be updated to cite 2014 figures and projections for
 2015 and beyond. The section also states that a doubling of the number of expected freight
 trains along the line is expected within two years. The basis for this anticipated doubling
 should be provided.

Per the DEIS, there is a 30% increase in average freight train speeds in the No-Action
 Alternative over the average currently being experienced. An explanation of this increase is
 important to ensure that there is a clear understanding of the basis for the assumed change in
 speed.

The information requested above will provide more certainty regarding the baseline impacts of
 increased freight without the proposed passenger rail service.

ASSUMED TRAIN SPEEDS AND TRAFFIC IMPACTS

The methodology for analyzing traffic impacts confirms that the AADT for only the two
 largest arterials have been included for each county. Using only two roads per county (10
 total, or 6% of the total number of crossings) provides an incorrect calculation of the total
 average daily volume being impacted by the proposed project. The transportation study needs
 to be vastly expanded to study the impact on all major local roads with grade level crossings.

The assumed operation speed for freight trains as 54.3 mph in the DEIS is questionable, in the
 Town of Jupiter for the Center Street, Indiantown Road and Toney Penna Drive crossings due
 to the Loxahatchee River bridge and curvature of the rail. Based upon the Town’s internal
 review of the rail system in Jupiter, a 30 mph operation speed seems to be a more appropriate
 assumption for freight trains. The corresponding total closure time, based upon the Town’s
 calculations, will be extended from 2.5 minutes to almost 4 minutes, which significantly
 impacts the traffic on Indiantown Road. Additionally, the assumed operation speed for
 passenger train in the DEIS is 89.2 mph, which is an unreasonable assumption for this section
 of the system. Given the radius of curvature of approximately 450m, the safe train speed
 seems to be limited to 60 mph.

Based upon the Town’s speed assumptions, the Indiantown Road/Alternate A1A intersection
 is projected to be over-saturated due to crossing closure – which also assumes two (2) freight
 trains and one or two passenger train(s) -- during the PM peak period in 2036. The vehicle
 queue will exceed 4,000 feet and the corresponding intersection delay will be over 200
 seconds per vehicle.

The projected impacts on traffic constraints have not been adequately addressed within the
 DEIS. The limited number of intersections analyzed and the generalized speed of the trains
 that were assumed do not provide adequate data to understand the impact of projected freight
 and new passenger service on local traffic. Given this, the anticipated speeds in Jupiter should
 be analyzed to better understand the impacts of freight and passenger service on traffic in
 2036. It would be beneficial to know, where on the system trains will accelerate and
 decelerate and the anticipated speeds would be at these locations.

Additionally, critical intersections at crossings need to be analyzed in term of traffic impact,
 especially for the intersections with speed constraints such as the Indiantown Road, Toney
 Penna Drive and Donald Ross Road crossings. Further, an assumption regarding Tri-Rail



 impacts should be included as well. In response to the anticipated impacts, traffic mitigation
 strategies need to be proposed in the EIS report as well.

FREIGHT IMPACTS
The DEIS gave limited consideration to the relocation of freight from the FEC Corridor. For
 example, the DEIS states, “Negotiating shared-use agreements presents the risk...that the
 controlling railroad would not agree to acceptable terms for a shared use environment.” AAF
 should attempt to negotiate a shared-use agreement for tracks west of the proposed project
 before citing this as a risk and dismissing this alternative. Additionally, other inland, such as
 the US27 Corridor proposal, or maritime options should be explored in the study as well.

NAVIGATION
Of significant concern for the Jupiter community is the impact of the Loxahatchee Bridge
 operation on maritime traffic. DEIS information about existing conditions differs from what
 has been gathered locally. Data gathered should be consistent and reevaluated to better
 understand the maritime impacts.

Further, there continues to be concerns about the condition of the Loxahatchee Bridge itself.
 Information gathered about the structural integrity of the Loxahatchee Bridge during recent
 inspections needs to be made available. In addition, a specific scope of work for the
 reconstruction of the Loxahatchee should be better defined in the study.

NOISE AND VIBRATION
The areas of moderate noise impact seem to be underestimated. Houses in our community are
 located in close proximity to the corridor and identified as no-impact, yet owners currently
 experience moderate noise and vibration impacts from train noise and horns from existing
 freight operations. The noise impact zones need to be reviewed to ensure that they accurately
 reflect moderate and severe noise impacts along the north-south route.

Noise from wheels – maintenance not the only option. Table 7.2-2 also includes the mitigation
 measure “Maintain train wheels and rails to minimize vibration.” Since there is no indication
 that this is being done for existing freight trains, there should be a mitigation measure added
 by the FRA for periodic inspection and tolerances which, if exceeded, would require train
 wheel replacement.

WATER:
With the addition of impervious surface associated with the addition of rail within the
 corridor, the Town requests the identification of more definitive water pre-treatment strategies
 and their locations as part of the impact statement.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY:
Grade Separation: the DEIS indicates that the East-West Corridor would be entirely grade
 separated at roadways. Existing roads would either be crossed using bridges or would be
 closed, eliminating any potential safety concerns. A similar commitment to safety does not
 appear to be provided in the North-South Corridor. The North-South Corridor should require
 the same level of safety as the East-West Corridor. AAF should be required to pay for grade
 separation of the major crossings when done in consultation with local communities.
Grade Crossings: The DEIS Grade Crossing Details report did not account for impacts on
 emergency vehicular traffic that must cross the railroad tracks to deliver services to or from
 Jupiter Medical Center and the neighborhoods located on the other side of the corridor. The



 impact on emergency and public safety facilities should be analyzed in the study.

As a condition of proceeding with the proposed project, the FRA should require AAF to
 finance safety improvements associated with as well as the process required for the creation
 and the on-going maintenance of quiet zones requested by local communities. Further, the
 scope of work at each crossing, which should include Vehicle Presence Detection devices,
 should be detailed within the study.

Safety has to be addressed in the DEIS for pedestrians and bicyclists as well. Pedestrian gates
 and sidewalks should be included in the scope of work for crossing safety upgrades.
 Communities should be included in the evaluation of safety needs given local knowledge of
 pedestrian and bicycle movements.

Sealed Corridor: A sealed corridor needs to be established that minimizes visual impacts while
 effectively preventing informal pedestrian crossing between the established at- grade
 crossings. This should be done in cooperation with the impacted communities.

CULTURAL RESOURCES
The information in the DEIS pertaining to the Historic Resources within the West Palm Beach
 Corridor Area of Potential Effects should be updated to include the following historic sites
 within the Town:

Sawfish Bay Park (Florida Master Site File #8PB11388)

Milam Archaeological Midden (Florida Master Site File #8PB11546)

Neither midden directly impacts the FEC ROW. The Milam Midden is located just west of the
 FEC ROW on three residential properties along the north shore of the Loxahatchee River
 south of Riverside Drive. The other is an archaeological site at Sawfish Bay Park. As required
 by the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, the West Palm Beach Corridor Area of
 Potential Effects completed for the DEIS was required to include known archaeological sites
 within 150 feet of the FEC ROW to allow for consideration of indirect impacts. Both middens
 are within 150 feet of the FEC ROW but were not included in the DEIS. They should simply
 be identified in the final report.

As a voter, taxpayer and concerned resident I am asking you to consider my comment and
 aforementioned issues that were identified by and discussed by the Town Council, of the
 Town of Jupiter,FL during their November 4, 2014 meeting. .

Sincerely,



From: Marsha Perryman
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;

 Bill@billnelson.senate.gov; Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida High Speed Trains
Date: Sunday, September 28, 2014 11:44:49 AM

Dear Sir:

We reside in Sebastian about a mile from the train tracks.  The freight trains move through our little community
 quite unnoticed. 

I believe the whole United States needs high speed rail but not at the expense of residents having their lives
 disrupted and our precious ecosystem assaulted.

I am sure that there is a trail through the center of the state that won't have the profound impact on the citizens of
 Florida as will All Aboard Florida.

Where do you live sir?  I'm sure it is no where near train tracks that will have 32 highspeed trains racing past your
 home at breakneck speeds. 

I have been reading all the articles in the newspaper and on the Internet and the more I read the more outraged I
 have become. 

I am a member of the Pelican Island Preservation Society, volunteer with Pelican Island Wildlife Refuge and have
 been an activist in regard to keeping the waters of the Indian River Lagoon safe so that the generations to follow
 will be able to enjoy what we have today. 

Seriously, there won't be any environmental impact?  The fool that put that in a report must live someplace else as
 well.  Of course, the consultant who was hired is a mere mouthpiece for All Aboard. 

Well sir, not all Floridians are "All Aboard".  I hope you reconsider this disastrous scheme and vote it down.

Marsha Perryman
13570 Mystic Dr. #303
Sebastian, FL 32958

PS. My husband and I are both registered voters!

Sent from my iPad2
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From: Christine Adams
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida Now
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 5:24:00 PM

AAF needs to be stopped because it is unlikely to ever be financially independent without being a tax-payer 
burden, and it is not clear that any benefits will be worthy of the burden on taxpayers. 

We request that the federal Government Accountability Office review the project’s costs and risks of 
default, as well as the interest rate that would be assessed to their $1.6 billion loan. Why should a “privately
 funded” project be the burden of the taxpayers. We request curtailment of the development of AAF since 
every bit of evidence points to the demise of the AAF project despite speculations to the contrary.

We request responsible leadership and decision making regarding tax-dependent projects, and we, the tax-
payers, look forward to your accountability and response to our concerns.

AAF CLAIMS PRIVATE OWNERSHIP-OPERATION & No Federal and State Grants or Ongoing Subsidies Will or 
Have Been Requested. 

False. FAA need this sweet deal of a loan that rides on taxpayers backs. A loan that was never intended for 
this type of use by the Federal government.

The state and local communities will pay for infrastructure to benefit the project, including quiet zones and 
an intermodal transportation hub at the Orlando International Airport. Additionally, according to PolitFact, 
AAF may not always be a “100 percent private venture” since it has applied for a $1.875 BILLION federal 
loan.

AAF estimates their HSR will cost $2.5 billion, and are asking for over half of All Aboard Florida to supported 
by taxpayers. We are being bribed to support an unprofitable train that does not serve the communities it 
passes through with our own money.

AAF REPORTS THAT THEY WILL BE ABLE TO TAKE FULL FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY by covering costs with a 
mix of debt, equity and ongoing subsidies. However, even with adequate ridership, the AAF would not be 
financially self-sufficient based on historical comparisons with other routes. The following are a few 
examples:

HSR in Chicago (unprofitable) was supported by the city’s transportation authority, a city whose population 
is two times larger than four AAF cities combined. A 40 mile trip from Chicago’s loop to Olympic Fields 
carried passengers without any concern for delays resulting from sharing tracks with freight or any other 
operation. It had brand new double decker coaches, and it was regularly packed with standing room only 
(so it successfully maintained ridership expectations). Even then, 25 million dollars was earned, and another
 25 million was needed in subsidy from the transport authority, just to break even.

HSR in China (unprofitable) is supported by the government and is currently in debt, inspite of incentives.
China’s HSR is considered to be extremely popular, and the government makes an effort to set fares a little 
less than half of comparable airfare in addition to other incentives. However, the Chinese Government is 
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currently struggling with nearly $500 billion in overall rail debt.

HSR in Japan is successfully maintained by other investments.
Even in Japan, one of the best countries for HSR because of its geography and population density, the trains 
are maintained by other investments. JR East is one of seven (and the largest) for-profit companies that 
own Japan’s national railways and the largest by passenger numbers. The JR stays afloat because it owns all 
the infrastructure on the route—the stations, the rolling stock and the tracks. It also owns the land around 
the railways and rents it out; nearly a third of its revenue comes from shopping malls, blocks of offices, flats 
and the like. DESPITE all of this, “71% of the revenue from passenger tickets at JR East comes from the 
conventional, slower railway.”

So let's not get in debt over this - Florida cannot sustain a profitable rail operation.

ALL ABOARD FLORIDA STATES THAT HSR IS A SYMBOL OF PROGRESS AROUND THE WORLD. 
However, AAF would more likely be a symbol of DYSFUNCTION because Florida does not have conditions 
that would support its success. 

Unlike in other countries, the US does not provide incentives for using HSR.

According to a government document about factors supporting HSR, “Compared to the United States, 
countries with HSR have higher population densities, smaller land areas, lower per capita levels of car 
ownership, higher gasoline prices, lower levels of car use (measured both by number of trips per day and 
average distance per trip), and higher levels of public transportation availability and use” .

The population of AAF’s cities are too small to provide the level of ridership necessary for HSR profitability. 
Tokyo and Osaka have over 17 billion residents, By comparison, Orlando's population is 255 thousand and 
Miami's is 418 thousand.

This same government document also suggests, “Other countries with high speed rail systems support HSR 
use through both incentives (e.g., widespread provision of a complementary mode, public transit) and 
disincentives (e.g., high road tolls and high taxes on motor fuel to make automobile use more expensive). 
Without similar policies in place, HSR ridership in the United States may not fulfill expectations based on the
 experiences of other countries”



From: ninagris@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:06:53 AM

I am a resident of Jupiter Island, Florida, which is in Martin County on Treasure
 Coast.  The impact of the train to our community would be a tragedy. I plead that the
 ALL ABOARD FLORIDA TRAIN BE STOPPED!
Nina B. Griswold
Hobe Sound, FL
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From: goubeaud@aol.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Bill@billnelson.senate.gov;

 Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 8:53:51 AM

I live on North Hutchinson Island in Ft. Pierce. I can't get off the island during the winter season without a delay due
 to the draw bridge and then the freight trains. Sometimes I get both. I'll never get off the Island with 32 more trains
 using the same tracks. Why don't they build their own tracks west on I-95.  There's plenty of room out there.
    Rosemary Cunningham

Sent from my iPad
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From: John Sullivan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 11:14:31 AM

The draft Environmental impact statement for All Aboard Florida is a
 total misrepresentation of the realities of what will occur if the all aboard Florida proposal is
 implemented. The AAF proposal will cause enormous negative economic impact along the
 east coast of Florida.

Please count me as a citizen who opposes the plan in every respect. The draft environmental
 impact statement should be rejected.

Sincerely, John Sullivan
cell 772-233-0764
email jsully111@gmail.com
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From: frank mccluskey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 1:40:59 PM

It will destroy the coastal towns and tie up traffic in both land and in the waters.  Please stop
 this.  Those of us who live here in Florida will not use it and it will destroy our quality of life. 

Frank McCluskey
255 3rd Ave NE
Delray Beach, Fl. 33444

-- 
"Dr Frank" McCluskey
Author, Scholar and Gentleman Adventurer
Delray Beach, Florida.
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From: Debra Sopko
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:03:17 AM

This increased train traffic will kill our downtown Stuart business and boating activity.  The area is a
 vibrant hub for shoppers, theatre goers and boaters.   Confusion Corner is an historic intersection of
 five roads and the railroad tracks.  It has worked for years, but All Aboard Florida will bring that (and
 many other) traffic circles to a dead stop 32 additional times throughout the day.   The economic
 fallout from this traffic congestion will be disastrous!
 
I am sure that Martin County is not the only area that will be devastated by this additional train
 traffic.  How can something like All Aboard Florida be allowed to impact our community so   
negatively without a single benefit to those being affected the worst?  Local residents should have
 some voice in a decision that could completely change the “our way of life”. 
 
Voters should be allowed to decide if All Aboard Florida is something they deem beneficial to their
 area, NOT the Federal Government and the Railroad companies who will profit from this system at
 our expense!   

 
Debbie Sopko
Palm City, FL  
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From: jcable763@gmail.com
To: john.winkle@dot.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov; Bill@billnelson.senate.gov;

 Greg_Langowski@rubio.senate.gov
Subject: Stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 8:42:22 AM

I also worked for csx rr and know all about train delays signals not working and xings in
 trouble. Please don't let them deceive you into thinking it works well all the time.
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From: sandyinthesun@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:02:12 AM

It has come to our attention that the THREE communications we have sent you have
 not been counted as a vote AGAINST All Aboard Florida!!!
 
This is being shoved down the throats of the residents of the East Coast of Florida!  It
 wood have a massive impact on the quality of life for all the wildlife here and the
 humans also!
 
The rail tracks would cause air pollution, water pollution,  create more trash along the
 roads,noise pollution and affect the shoreline which is eroding at a rapid pace now! 
 
What about the sea levels at bridge crossings, flood plains and the impact on the
 roads?
 
Why have these concerns been swept under the rug?
 
Is this another LIE by the government? How stupid do you think we are? 
 
John & Sandra Flockhart
141 Joy Haven Drive
Sebastian, Florida 32958
772-388-6121
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From: Tom Ciulla
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP ALL ABOARD FLORIDA
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 5:59:28 PM

I live one block away from FEC tracks. The noise, disruption of traffic, and
 danger from accidents will be greatly increased with the All Aboard Florida
 proposal. I see no benefit for Florida residents. I only see and insurmountable
 threat to the environment and Florida lifestyle, which is difficult enough with
 the existing train traffic. I am adamantly opposed to All Aboard Florida and will
 do all I can to prevent this project from being implemented. Mr Ciulla.
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From: Barbara Piotrowski
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: stop All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 5:35:25 PM

Please think of us, the people who really live here. The developers will be gone with our
 money!
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From: Aron Trocchia
To: John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Stop all aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:15:34 AM

To Whom IT May Concern:

My wife and I have a family in Stuart FL and see daily the issues that the current freight trains
 cause throughout the treasure coast.  Please reconsider the route through the downtowns such
 as Stuart, Jensen, and Vero Beach.  It is dangerous and will stifle business and transportation
 further.  Please consider an inland route which would not disturb the centers of these
 communities. 

Sincerely,

Aron Trocchia 
Stuart FL 
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From: Daniel Dunn
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov; Anthony.Foxx@dot.gov
Cc: Andrew.W.Phillips@usace.army.mil; David.Keys@noaa.gov; Evelyn.Smart@uscg.mil; Allan.Nagy@faa.gov;

 James.Christian@dot.gov; Benito.Cunill@dot.gov; Gavin.Jamesg@epa.gov; Mueller.Heinz@epa.gov;
 John_Wrublik@fws.gov; Charles_Kelso@fws.gov; CongressmanPatrick.Murphy@mail.house.gov;
 BillNelson@senate.gov; Rick.Scott@eog.myflorida.com; Negron.Joe.web@flsenate.gov;
 GHarrell@GayleHarrell.com; MaryLynn.Magar@myfloridahouse.gov

Subject: Stop All Aboard
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:48:35 PM

Mr. John Winkle

Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Room W38-311
Washington, DC 20590

Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f)
 Evaluation

Dear Mr. Winkle:

The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., a 501(c)(3) organization which has
 promoted a safe and healthy environment and the unique quality of life for
 Martin County residents for more than a decade, objects to the All Aboard
 Florida (AAF) high speed rail project as currently proposed and configured and
 submits comments with respect to the following categories evaluated in the
 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS): Communities and
 Demographics (Social and Economic Community Impacts), Economic
 Conditions, Environmental Justice, Navigation, Public Health & Safety,
 Threatened and Endangered Species, Wetlands and Water Resources.

Introduction

Martin County is located within the North-South Corridor (N-S Corridor)
 identified on Page 4-1 of the DEIS. The County is located approximately 40
 miles north of West Palm Beach and has an estimated population of 151,263
 based on 2013 U.S. Census Bureau projections.

Since there are no station stops planned between West Palm Beach and
 Orlando, Martin County residents will gain no benefits from 32 new trains a
 day traveling at high speed through our community (along with an additional
 12 to 14 freight trains). AAF will cause economic harm and create safety,
 environmental, noise, and navigation hazards that Martin County residents do
 not currently face.

The stated purpose of the Environmental Impact Statement is to “disclose the
 environmental consequences” of the proposed AAF project “and to inform
 decision-makers and the public of any reasonable alternatives that would
 avoid or minimize adverse impacts to the natural or human environment.” The
 Draft EIS that was drafted by consultants who were paid by AAF fails to serve
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 this purpose. It contains inadequate, incomplete, and inaccurate information
 that must be supplemented and corrected before decision-makers and the
 public may fully evaluate the impacts of the proposed AAF project.

Communities and Demographics (Social and Economic Community
 Impacts)

AAF will have serious negative social and economic community impacts within
 Martin County.

Incredibly, the DEIS completely omits Martin County and two incorporated
 municipalities which are crossed by the project in its discussion of
 Communities and Demographics. (DEIS 4-103 through 4-105).

The City of Stuart, which is the County’s largest incorporated municipality (pop.
 est. 15,975) and is the County Seat for Martin County, is not mentioned in the
 DEIS report of impacts of the project on municipalities, although there are 10
 at grade crossings in the city. The Town of Ocean Breeze, also an
 incorporated municipality within Martin County (pop. est. 463) which, like the
 City of Stuart, is literally bisected by the project, has also been omitted.

Many of the City’s cultural resources, including the historic Lyric Theater, which
 is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and the Stuart Heritage
 Museum are within 100 feet of the FECR tracks.

Comments submitted by the City of Stuart and Martin County address these
 issues in detail.

The Guardians of Martin County question the viability of the DEIS evaluation of
 Communities and Demographics affected by the AAF project when the largest
 incorporated municipality in the County and, in fact, all of Martin County is
 glaringly absent from the examination of these issues. The omission of Martin
 County, the City of Stuart, and the Town of Ocean Breeze from the DEIS
 evaluation of Communities and Demographics raises serious concerns about
 the thoroughness and veracity of the entire proposed EIS.

Another glaringly false and absurd statement with respect to the impact of the
 project on communities is the assurance in the DEIS that AAF “would benefit
 elderly and handicapped individuals by providing a transportation option that
 will enhance mobility and livability in their communities.” (DEIS 5-135)

Martin County has the highest percentage of elderly residents (28.9%) of any
 community within the N-S Corridor. Without any stops in Martin County, there
 is not a single “transportation option” provided by AAF to elderly and
 handicapped individuals. AAF not only fails to “enhance mobility and livability”
 in Martin County communities for elderly and handicapped residents, the
 project promises severe disruption to communities in which the elderly and
 handicapped reside and poses potential life-threatening risks.



Economic Conditions

Because the AAF project literally divides Martin County into two sections – that
 section east of the FECR tracks and that section west of the tracks – the
 project creates a severe threat to the economic survival of small businesses
 that rely on customers to cross the tracks for access.

Numerous small shops, restaurants, plants, groceries, and other business
 outlets are located adjacent to or near the FECR tracks. Fast and safe access
 across the tracks is not assured by the project, threatening the customer base
 of many of these small businesses, especially in the unincorporated areas of
 Port Salerno, Hobe Sound, Golden Gate and Jensen Beach and the
 incorporated municipality of Stuart, which encompasses the minority
 community of East Stuart.

Martin County has five “community redevelopment areas” (CRAs) which will be
 impacted by the project. None of the CRAs are identified or discussed in the
 DEIS. The Jensen Beach, Rio, Golden Gate, Port Salerno and Hobe Sound
 CRAs all are adjacent to or bisected by the FECR tracks. CRAs are statutorily
 created areas designed to eliminate blight, provide affordable housing, and
 generate economic development and stability within the communities where
 they are established. The DEIS fails to consider the project’s negative impacts
 to Martin County’s CRAs, such as the effect of lower property values caused
 by AAF on the Tax Increment Financing methodology that is used to finance
 and maintain CRA operations.

The economic benefits of the project touted by the DEIS are limited to
 temporary construction work in creating new infrastructure in Martin County.

The DEIS analysis that no job loss or neighborhood fragmentation will result
 from the project (DEIS S-17) is not borne out by the experience of small
 business owners and residents in the project area, especially those adjacent
 to or in close proximity to the FECR tracks.

Severe economic damage to existing small businesses will be long-lasting or
 permanent. It is likely some will not survive the onslaught of increased train
 traffic that will block access to their businesses and create hazardous
 conditions for their customers trying to cross the tracks.

Environmental Justice

The DEIS fails to identify, quantify, or describe minority and low-income
 populations in Martin County that are disproportionately impacted by the
 negative impacts of the AAF project.

The County’s minority and low-income populations are, as in many other
 communities, situated closest to the project and are frequently bisected by the
 FECR tracks.



The East Stuart community within the City of Stuart is historically African-
American. East Stuart hosts two at grade crossings – at Florida Street and A1A
 (Dixie Highway) and at Decker and A1A. The tracks separate a densely
 populated residential area from the commercial area, and it is common for
 residents – especially children – to walk or ride their bikes across the tracks
 several times a day. One of the most beloved and utilized organizations within
 the East Stuart community, the Gertrude Walden Child Care Center, which
 provides services for low-income and minority parents and children, is located
 in the immediate vicinity of the project.

Similar situations exist in the Port Salerno, Hobe Sound and Golden Gate,
 where public schools, athletic fields, parks and youth centers such as the Boys
 and Girls’ Club are located in close proximity to the project. These
 communities have a high level of minority residents and businesses who are
 disproportionately impacted by the project, which does not directly impact the
 more affluent communities within the County which are not located as near the
 FECR tracks.

Among the negative effects of AAF on communities with higher percentages of
 low-income, minority, and elderly residents is the certainty that delay will be
 encountered by emergency vehicles crossing the FECR tracks to access
 emergency medical care.

Martin Memorial Medical Center, the largest medical care provider in Martin
 County (and also one of the largest employers in the County), has submitted
 comments objecting to the project noting that emergency responders
 throughout Martin County already “face a unique burden from existing freight
 traffic” on the “rail line [which] slices through the center of” the community.

Where the elderly and the very young live and congregate near the FECR
 tracks, the emergency access burden is of special concern and likely to result
 in tragic consequences. As the CEO of Martin Memorial Medical Center noted,
 even if delays caused by increased train traffic at crossings throughout the
 community are brief, “seconds can truly mean the difference between life and
 death.”

In low-income and minority communities, foot and bicycle traffic across the
 railroad tracks is common and presents additional disproportionate dangers to
 these residents.

Property values in lower-income areas are already depressed and will be
 further depressed by the proximity of the project. Noise and vibration from
 increased train traffic will disproportionately impact low-income and minority
 communities located closest to the FECR tracks.

Navigation

Numerous comments have been submitted regarding the serious negative
 impacts to navigation caused by the project and the failure of the DEIS to



 adequately and accurately address these concerns. The Guardians of Martin
 County, Inc., joins the marine industry, local governments, and boaters
 throughout the County in objecting to the project as it relates to navigation.

The information contained in the DEIS is indisputably inaccurate with respect
 to the number of vessels which pass through the St. Lucie River bridge.
 Comments submitted by Martin County include accurate counts of vessels
 passing through the bridge during the week and on weekends, reflecting more
 than twice as many vessels as the DEIS estimates.

Delays in allowing marine traffic to navigate through the St. Lucie River bridge
 opening will affect boater safety as well as property values for waterfront
 properties that lie to the west of the bridge. Commercial marinas and docks
 that require boaters to navigate through the bridge with longer and more
 frequent closures also will be severely impacted by the project.

Public Health & Safety

The DEIS fails to acknowledge that Fire Rescue and evacuation routes will be
 hampered by the project throughout Martin County.

Even in more affluent communities such as Jupiter Island and Sewall’s Point,
 there will be increased delays in the ability of emergency responders to reach
 the medical center located across the FECR tracks. Both the City of Stuart
 and Martin County, which contracts with other municipalities to provide fire
 rescue services, project serious increases in emergency response times due
 to increased train traffic and crossing closures.

Delays of as much as an additional 45 minutes are projected for evacuation in
 the event of an emergency at the St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant on
 Hutchinson Island just north of Martin County. All evacuation routes are
 crossed by FECR tracks. In the event of other emergencies or weather events
 that require evacuation, increased train traffic will generate still more delays.

Pedestrian crossings which are frequently used throughout the County,
 especially in low-income and minority areas, will be even more dangerous with
 not only a higher number of trains on the tracks each day but increased speed
 of approaching trains. Pedestrians used to gauging the time available to cross
 the tracks based on the slower speed of freight trains will face significantly
 less crossing time with high-speed passenger trains approaching.

Threatened and Endangered Species

The DEIS discounts any impacts to threatened and endangered species and
 inaccurately states that no such species will be affected by the project.

The project passes through Jonathan Dickinson State Park (JDSP) in Martin
 County, which is the site of a number of resources which are not even
 mentioned in the DEIS. The Florida Division of Recreation and Parks (DRP)



 has submitted comments identifying species which will likely be impacted,
 such as perforated reindeer lichen ( Cladonia perforata ) located within the
 right-of-way and Curtiss’ milkweed ( Asclepias curtissi).

The Division notes that the federally protected eastern indigo snake has habitat
 within the N-S Corridor that will be impacted, as well as the Florida scrub jay,
 gopher tortoise, gopher frog, and Florida mouse. The gopher frog is especially
 likely to cross back and forth across the tracks in the park to travel between
 scrub habitat and wetlands breeding grounds.

Expansion of the tracks through JDSP will impact Florida scrub jay habitat as
 well as gopher tortoise on site.

More frequent closings of the rail crossing within JDSP will have severe
 negative impacts since the park has only one public access road. Emergency
 vehicles, campers, and day visitors could be trapped in the western part of the
 park during closures.

The DPR has submitted extensive and detailed comments addressing these
 issues.

Wetlands and Water Resources

As with other environmental impacts, the DEIS minimizes damage to wetlands
 and water resources resulting from the proposed project.

Comments submitted by Martin County detail serious concerns, including
 potential impacts to the Northwest Fork of the Loxahatchee River, which is
 federally designated as a Wild and Scenic River. The DEIS brushes off such
 concerns, suggesting that the lack of proximity to the FECR tracks eliminates
 or minimizes them. The entire Loxahatchee River watershed is a significant
 ecological complex, however, that provides unique habitat for endangered,
 threatened and migratory birds that travel throughout the area, including within
 the right-of-way.

Overall impacts to wetlands throughout the project area have not been
 quantified or addressed by the DEIS, which discusses mitigation of these
 impacts without acknowledging Martin County’s special protections for all
 wetlands. Insufficient data is provided for an accurate evaluation of the
 project’s wetlands impacts.

Impacts to water resources are being considered by the U.S. Army Corps of
 Engineers; however, the Corps has yet to schedule public hearings which
 have been requested by the Guardians of Martin County, Inc., as well as
 Martin County and other governmental agencies.

It is inevitable that impacts to manatee, protected seagrasses, and other
 marine life will be severe as a result of increased train traffic resulting in
 increased bridge closures producing more vessels queuing up to navigate



 through the bridge.

Conclusion

The DEIS failed to objectively and fairly evaluate the CSX Route Alternative
 (DEIS Figure 3.2-1), which would avoid most if not all of the negative impacts
 to Martin County residents and communities. The AAF-paid consultants simply
 rejected the CSX Route Alternative out-of-hand, citing speculative issues such
 as “the risk that CSX would not be willing to enter into” a shared use
 agreement for existing infrastructure and unsupported conclusions such as the
 CSX Route Alternative poses “the highest potential adverse direct and indirect
 impacts to wetlands and protected species.” (DEIS 3-7)
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc., strongly opposes the AAF project as
 proposed. The DEIS is replete with inaccurate, out-dated, speculative, and
 subjective material that appears to have been deliberately skewed by the
 drafters to support an unsustainable, critically flawed project.

The Guardians advocates consistency with the Martin County Comprehensive
 Growth Management Plan in all development throughout the County. The
 DEIS inaccurately states that the Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 “Division of Community Planning.” (DEIS 4-4) There is no such agency within
 Martin County government. The Plan was prepared by the Martin County
 Growth Management Department.

Please insist that the final EIS be delayed until supplemental and accurate
 information is provided that truly reflects the AAF project’s impacts on the
 population and communities along the projected route.

Sincerely,
 
Daniel Dunn, M.D., Ph.D.
309 SE Osceola Street, #350
Stuart, FL 34994
772-781-3299
The Guardians of Martin County, Inc.
www.theguardiansofmartincounty.com
 

http://www.theguardiansofmartincounty.org/


From: IAI
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@DOT.Gov; uscgd7dpbpubliccomment@uscg.mil
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: STOP FEC from using
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:18:06 PM

Florida East Coast Railway (Fortress Investment Group) is gearing up for increased
 intermodal traffic between Port Miami/Port Everglades and Jacksonville. 
[Widened Panama Canal to accomodate "Panamax" ships - plus proposed Nicaraguan Canal
 funded by China.] 

The FEC application for a loan for "passenger service" is a ruse to get tax dollars from the
 Federal Railroad Administration in order to retrofit the tracks and railbeds
along Florida's highly populated residential East Coast in preparation for constant 
traffic of HIGH SPEED, DOUBLE DECK FREIGHT CARS.

STEP ONE: STOP THE FEDERAL LOAN

STEP TWO: HOLD A REFERENDUM wherein the residents of the 
Florida east coast communities affected vote on whether they want
their communities industrialized, divided, polluted with noise and traffic jams.

STEP THREE: FORCE FEC and its financial engineers to SHIP THE
COMMERCIAL FREIGHT from ASIA via inland tracks that do not disrupt
highly populated residential communities.

UNFORTUNATELY, THE FACILITATION OF ASIAN IMPORTS REPRESENTS A
 FURTHER IMPOVERISHMENT OF THE AMERICAN PEOPLE.
IRONIC THAT THAT FEC WANTS TO DO IT WITH TAXPAYER MONEY!!!

Regards,
C. A. Goss

S.E. Florida Resident since 1956.

mailto:improvart@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:John.Winkle@DOT.Gov
mailto:uscgd7dpbpubliccomment@uscg.mil
mailto:Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com


From: Amy Payne
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop in Brevard
Date: Saturday, November 22, 2014 11:27:12 AM

I just wanted to let you know I would regularly use this train from Brevard county to the Orlando Airport. Please
 add a stop in a Brevard county.  Amy Payne

Sent from my iPad

mailto:amyisapayne@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: penel921@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the AAF
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 3:46:53 PM

No, no a thousand times no!
Penelope Mee
Port. St. Lucie, FL

mailto:penel921@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Diana Berray
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the all aboard florida!
Date: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 12:22:35 PM

I can't believe this is actually happening. It is the worst thing for Florida.
It will divide my town (Stuart)  in half- going to work will be impossible as the trains will
 cause a blockage.  The noise will be horrible. I seriously have to think of moving out
 of Stuart- where I have lived for 22 years. It will destroy the town, environment,
 boating- everything that is great about this place.  Shame on everyone involved!

If the train needs to carry cargo 32 times a day - then it should use tracks west of
 town and not through the middle of it.   I hope that it never happens or at least not
 through our town.

Diana Berray
David Strom

mailto:flpackers49@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: mongoose01@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop The All Aboard Train and How This Train Will Negatively Impact The Majority Of Our Citizens and Our Home
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 5:36:13 PM

Environmental Justice

 

Dear _______John Winkle Of The FRA________,

 

Hello

My family and I live in Indian River County. Previously we had lived in New York and
 New Jersey. Our family had lived near trains before in Spring Lake and Point
 Pleasant New Jersey, beautiful places to live as is the current case for Vero Beach
 Florida. Currently as was the case up north the small commercial trains that you
 would hear as we would all sit around our wrap around porch gave these
 neighborhoods a wonderful sense of vacation, small town and the ushering in of
 another memorial day and summer season to come.

Vero Beach where our leaders and its building department don’t even allow
 buildings taller than 3 stories, nor allow that much commercial projects want to
 keep that small town atmosphere we currently have. I truly don’t think the planning
 department had ever imagined what those people at Florida All Aboard nor anyone
 else would be planning to do with these coastal tracks. This can not be allowed for
 many more reasons than anyone could list to have this project completed this way.
 Using the existing coastal rail road for a rapid train system will turn us more into the
 rapid transit system of New York City and less like the one in Point Pleasant, Long
 Beach Island, Spring lake and Cape May New Jersey. There is no reason to state
 mark my words because I have to believe you already know this.

I also believe the building department here did not think much about wher it placed
 communities so close to the rail road tracks along U.S Highway One. I can tell you
 now as stated for the record that our community, and even more precise this home
 we live in and spent our hard earned money on to build “this custom home will not
 only lose much of its value by this type of train system, but because of a rapid
 train system like this it will cause many people looking for homes to stay clear from
 buying this home, in our neighborhood and area”. I also believe beyond any
 reasonable doubt that “our quality of life will be diminished greatly”. I would not be
 honest if I did not say that we are very scared to think that people can be lead to do
 harm to others for their own financial gain, especially based on this impact report that
 was nothing more than sham.

Where are thy brothers keeper here on earth, here in the United States, Here in
 Florida now? I trust between you, me and the Lord Thy God we all call on every

mailto:mongoose01@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


 Sunday to hear our prayers will looks into each of our souls each and every day.

I can understand each parties position. I can understand what it might mean for you
 and your agency to tell those who only fly over the tracks, never feeling the hardship,
 the time the burdens & fumes “No this Idea is no good this Idea is Dead in its tracks!”
 I know this because I was in a position of authority at one time (Supreme Court State
 of New York). I have other relatives that live here and even my parents who are
 against this train system that live in Jupiter Florida & Boca Raton and they are not
 directly impacted but know right from wrong!, and until anyone of those good people I
 will only meet in Heaven need an ambulance and can’t get to the hospital because of
 either stupidity or greed, or maybe it will be a fire, who knows. In regard there are just
 to many reasons this project needs to stop and the small amount of train travelers
 this will benefit. It does not outweigh the vast majority of citizens this will negatively
 impact.  

Back to our home and community again, (Vero Beach) currently when we have family
 visiting and the train comes through early in the morning when everyone wakes they
 will say they thought they were in Spring lake, our home already has a slight
 vibration and sometimes you may hear the horn. A serious question now is what is
 the impact of this type train and our home, this community? and what happens when
 along U.S Highway 1 and say 73rd street and all the commercial properties there are
 sold, then all the massive amounts of trees are cleared that currently buffer the
 sound of the infrequent commercial train that goes through? Anyone taking into
 account the impact of those trees being removed? 

I have read the current impact report and just like when I was on the job it was
 tailor made to suite the party looking to have the work approved/and for this train
 system to go through. It does not take into account for every single person and it
 clearly does not bring to account what should be the top reason for or against this
 project. Like does this affect more people negatively than positively? Can this cause
 harm or death to the citizens that I need to make a wise decision for? Will this cause
 negative changes in the quality of life for residents along the coast, and not just the
 massive traffic, congestion and pollution issues it will cause? 

Finally as we had stated we are very scared and concerned in regard to losing the
 quality of life we have and the devaluation of our home. If a bad decision is made,Will
 all those who do own homes and properties be compensated for this and is that just,
 In God We Trust or Not? Honestly we don’t want to be put in the position having o
 contact Charlie Rose, Chris Mathews, Arianna Huffington and CNN indicating the
 need for a massive class action. I think we all want to just enjoy their remainder of
 our days here on earth in sunny Florida.

Last the research we have in this short amount of time did indicate that in other
 places train systems were dropped under ground, walls constructed, tracks moved all
 done to make sure people’s homes and quality of life were not negatively
 impacted. This is the 21st Century and even if the case was that only the very poor
 and unfortunate were affected by this that would be even more the reason to make
 the right decision and stop this now.



I for one am glad to have had parents who taught me to do onto others as I would like
 done onto thyself and I try to believe our government can still do what is right, but the
 last thing I want to think while at church some Sunday in the future is Lord may your
 Government usher in as soon as possible. We no longer even know right from
 wrong.

Thank you for your time and attention in this very important matter, not just for this
 family and our concerns but to every last person that this will negatively impact. 

Respectfully Submitted

Michael DeBlasio

Denise DeBlasio

Michael W. DeBlasio II

Josephine DeBlasio

Michael W. DeBlasio I

Mary Cutillio

Tony Cutillio

Wayne Cutillo

Rosemary Grimes

    

 



From: Jean Defrancis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the Destruction
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 7:49:28 PM

When there are already tracks to the west of the coastline, & the trains will be traveling over 100 mph, why ruin our
 historic areas along the St. lucie River? There will be all kinds of destruction to our 100 year old buildings, along
 with dangerous delays for our citizens with 32 MORE trains each day blocking roads to hospitals and blocking fire
 equipment from getting through. Have a heart & use your heads!
Jean M. DeFrancis,
Concerned Citizen

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:defrancis1@hotmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Virginia Duetsch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the high speed train
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 11:06:20 AM

Please add my name to any list objecting to the "All Aboard Florida" high speed train going
 through Treasure coast towns. The train will be dangerous, engender noise and other
 pollution, and obstructive to the normal flow of traffic. MOVE THE TRACK WEST OUT
 NEAR 95 WHERE THE POPULATION IS SPARSE AND THE DANGER AND
 POLLUTION LESS IMPACTFUL. We do NOT want the train running through our
 communities.

E. Virginia Duetsch

mailto:evduetsch@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Ronnie Giesing
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the railroad
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:23:39 AM

Martin county residents do not want the railroad.
Sent from my iPhone

mailto:ronniegiesing@icloud.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Marilyn Katz
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: stop the railroad
Date: Tuesday, September 30, 2014 3:11:23 AM

why do you want to destroy the paradise that is martin county?.

there are inland routes, paralleling the turnpike, using existing tracks in the middle of state

the railroad will cost so much money to destroy the environment, boating, downtown Stuart, traffic and the lives of
 many people.

why should a few greedy uncaring people ruin martin county?

marilyn katz

Sent from my iPad Marilyn

mailto:mkatzonly@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Kathy Sweeney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the train!!
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 3:28:04 PM

I live in a 55+  community & God forbid anyone in our community need an ambulance or a fire truck it would never
 get here. I'm very upset that they would contemplate having a train go by 18 times a day along with the freight train
 that goes by already. By my understanding their is a track west of 95 that could be used & not interfere with any
 traffic over there because it's farmland.
Wouldn't it seem more logical to have the train run thru at that site!
I thank you in advance & looking forward to a response
Sincerely

Kathleen Sweeney

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:rrinn@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Marty
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the train!
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 7:57:28 PM

This just does not make financial sense.

Martin Majka, owner
Martin A. Majka Construction, Inc
772-341-7261 (cell)

mailto:martinamajka@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Kathleen T McCarthy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the Train
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:09:31 PM

It will divide our town
Delay public emergency services
Disturb the peace
Etcetcetc

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:kathymccarthy@mac.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: sandi adams
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the Train
Date: Monday, October 6, 2014 8:55:25 AM

As a new resident of Vero Beach I am so enjoying my life at Vista Royale. I knew about the local
 rail business when I bought my Condo. Now I am hearing about the big train which is scheduled
 to make 32 passes thru Vero Beach and my neighborhood daily.
I feels as tho Vero Beach and its citizens are getting all the noise and personal cost and none of
 the benefits of this Big Train. What is the hurry to get between Miami and Orlando? It must be
 Disney or casino traffic.
Well good for them! They generate employment and entertainment. But what about those of us
 who just suffer the train wizzing by and tying up our intersections and waterways daily? Can you
 come up with some kind of compensation for those of us standing in the backdraft as the train
 goes back and forth? A lot of citizens are slated to pay the cost and reap no benefit.

772-563-8200
www.sandijadams.com

mailto:sndadams@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Gaye Pratt
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the train, please!!!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:45:38 AM

Please reconsider the current planned train route!  I feel a monorail would
 make the most sense that would be the least   I work in Stuart and cannot
 believe that anyone assessed the impact a train would have in this area, or
 any other area on the Treasure Coast.  A train that goes thru the town
 multiple times per day would effectively shut the town down.  Anyone who
 has EVER been in either Stuart or Fort Pierce would be able to tell at a
 glance that a train would make these towns ghost towns. 

The current amount of train traffic is already an issue.  Just yesterday I had
 to wait for a train to go thru town on my way to work, delaying my arrival. 
 Then 2 hours later, returning from a doctor's appointment, I had to wait
 again as a train went thru town.  I don't care how fast the train is supposed
 to be, stopping traffic to let a train go thru MANY times per day will shut
 Fort Pierce and Stuart down.  

Please stop the train.

Gaye Pratt
2420 SE Marseille St
Port St Lucie, FL  34952
(772)398-1798

mailto:gayelpratt@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Sally Lewis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop The Train
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 7:52:32 AM

I do not support the All Aboard Florida train. I live in Jupiter and I am very concerned about safety issues, 
the impact to the boating industry and taxpayer money requested for the loan.  There are many other 
concerns that I have about this train proposal.  We can get to Orlando by train or bus already.

I don’t understand how the Draft EIS claimed there was minimal impact on our communities.

Thank you,
Sally Lewis
A concerned taxpayer in Jupiter, Florida.

mailto:sally@slewismedia.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: rpollmei@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP THE TRAIN
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 7:53:21 AM

Please stop the train!! The only positive is the construction jobs as it is being built,
 after  the work is finished all we are left with is noise and interruption from the trains.
 What we need on the treasure coast is a rail system improvement of our existing
 passenger train service so if some one wants to ride a train from lets say Melbourne
 they can catch the train at Melbourne and ride it to West Palm, or even to Miami to
 catch a flight. We do not have any need  here on the treasure coast for a HIGH
 SPEED RAIL. Too many negatives with almost no positives.

Thanks
Randall Pollmeier
Port St Lucie Fl

mailto:rpollmei@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Michael Constable
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 4:42:22 PM

We have never been given the opportunity to vote on the train. There is no way this venture will be able to support
 itself.
I live close to the alt. A1A bridge in Jupiter and within ear shot of 5 crossings. The noise will be unbearable.
 Also,the bridge will not withstand that much use. It will have to be left down most of the time severely limiting
 boat traffic.
We pay a lot of taxes to live on the river and this will ruin the area.
Also, fire,ems,and police services will be hampered. I am a firefighter that works in the area around my house and
 response times will be affected.
I hope you take the time to read this. Our way of life is about to change for the worse.

Signed,a very disappointed native:
Mike Constable

mailto:shadowdog1996@att.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Greetings
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop the Train
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 10:11:47 AM

<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->

<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
Gentlemen,
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
I’m strongly opposed to All Aboard Florida.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
This proposal will adversely affect our community in several ways”

1. Traffic.  Automobile across the many crossings in our area.  Long delays to
 excessively long freight trains.  Multiple delays due to frequent proposed passenger
 traffic.

2. Boat traffic on our waterways because of the draw bridges,
3. Noise.  No need for loud horns at all times of the day and night to say nothing of the

 noise from the 100 MPH trains.  This will impact not only the people close to the
 tracks but also those living in proximity of the trains.

4. Envirornenment. 

<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Flooding due to raised track beds.
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Shaking of earth around the tracks.
<!--[if !supportLists]-->·         <!--[endif]-->Endangered species as the trains pass through

 parks.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
I feel strongly that the environment studies to date are flawed.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
Please do not allow big money dictate wrecking our neighborhoods along the proposed
 right of way.
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
Very Truly Yours,
<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->
William G. James, Jr.
2818 SE Dune Drive  Apt 2207
Stuart, FL  34996
772-334-2343
bjames12564@yahoo.com

mailto:wjames7699@aol.com
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From: Terry Howard
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop This Nonsense - Liars & Thieves??
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 10:00:18 AM

                                                                    Liars and thieves?

Time is the most valuable possession people have.  We live in St Lucie Village, the oldest
 neighborhood along the Indian River Lagoon between Titusville and Jupiter; here well before
 the railroad.  In the course of a day my neighbors and I cross the tracks many times. All
 Aboard Florida will steal our time. If each of those 32 trains clog a crossings for no more than
 2 minutes a pass, that’s an hour and 4 minutes more of daily crossing blockages. Add the
 expanded freight traffic and the freight trains side tracked to make way for the passenger
 trains and it’s a railroad crossing nightmare. All that live near the tracks would lose a large
 chunk of their lives- their time- to sitting in traffic listening to and watching trains go by.
And it’s still a mystery where all of their passengers are. Anyone today can ride Amtrak 97
 Silver Meteor from Miami to Orlando for $43 or from West Palm Beach to Orlando for $31.
 The travel times are 5 hours and 3 hours and change respectively. And there seems to be
 plenty of vacant space on these daily Amtrak trips. So where are all the mystery passengers?
Now we learn from TCPalm columnist Rich Campbell that the Federal Railroad Commission
 turned the responsibility of creating and preparing the environmental feasibility impact study
 over to AAF. Allowing any credibility to be given to such an unfair biased study is pure folly.
 AAF will say and do about anything to get it. And according to TCPalm newspapers they have
 spent more than three and a half million dollars lobbying various government entities for
 their project. There is zero benefit for the people of the Treasure Coast, who must pay for
 enhancing the safety of all of the railroad crossings.
The AAF people are planning to steal the valuable time, and seriously diminish the quality of
 life, of many thousands of south Floridians.   And they are evasive and loose with the truth,
 especially concerning their supposed passenger ridership.  I will not call them liars and
 thieves, but their whole project stinks.
And I’m very suspicious that the Federal Railroad Commission is just a rubber stamp for All
 Aboard Florida, and these public hearings are a sham. Please prove me wrong and stop this
 fiasco.

  Terry Howard

473 Chamberlin Blvd
Fort Pierce, Florida
34946
772 332 0153 
terryleeh@msn.com

mailto:terryleeh@msn.com
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From: Stewart Smetts
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Stewartsmetts@gmail.com; Eve.samples@tcpalm.com
Subject: Stop this Railroading!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 10:45:26 AM

Our condominium community in Stuart Florida is outraged that the AAF proposal is even being considered.  It is
 both devastating to the human environment along the Treasure Coast and is an economic boondoggle for the
 investment group who has likewise been hoodwinked with economic projections that just don’t work.  Investors are
 responsible for their own behavior but it is governmental agencies who are responsible to protect the safety of the
 citizens who stand to lose their communities through lack of that effective oversight and control.  

Please help us.  Here we are in 2014 and we are “up against the railroad”.  We are being railroaded and are desperate
 to preserve the safety, quiet enjoyment, and economic vitality of our community.  The AAF proposal does not even
 consider the already projected three fold increase in freight train traffic in the next few years!  Please get ahead of
 this with leadership to preserve the communities along Florida’s east coast.   Look to provide for current and future
 growth by creating a fully modern rail right of way away from the coastal communities and able to serve
 connections not just to the Orlando and Miami business communities but for freight and high speed rail service to
 the entire eastern coast of the United States, Atlanta, and Chicago.  There are many reasons AMTRAK doesn’t
 work and using historic railways is a primary one.  AAF follows that AMTRAK paradigm and is its own short
 sighted economic disaster. 

The required reviews and reports by AAF have been widely discredited as lacking in scope, content, and credibility. 
 An entirely new environmental impact report is obviously needed to include all of the issues which the local
 governments, agencies, and citizens have now been made aware.  Those questions and concerns must be accounted
 for and cannot responsibly be disregarded by the very people and processes designated to protect our environment.

Thank you for taking my comments.

Stewart A. Smetts
1600 SE St Lucie Blvd, #401
Stuart, Florida  34996

StewartSmetts@gmail.com

mailto:ssmetts@cinci.rr.com
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From: Régis et Nicole Isabelle
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM GOING FORWARD.
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 9:39:28 AM

PLEASE

 STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM GOING FORWARD.
Building 29
Appt 205
VistaRoyale
Régis and Nicole Isabelle

mailto:regnic23@hotmail.com
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From: Pierre Gmail 2
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: negron.joe.web@flsenate.gov; debbie.mayfield@myfloridahouse.gov; rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com
Subject: STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM GOING FORWARD
Date: Monday, September 29, 2014 11:03:01 AM

RESOLUTION
Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior

 community of 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current
 railroad tracks, is overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks
 allowing up to 32 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our
 community. There are presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that
 will be directly affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency
 services, shopping and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety
 issues associated with the additional trains.

Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise
 throughout the day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will
 only exacerbate this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many
 outdoor activities we currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties
 will decline in value because of the diminished access to our community and the increased
 noise generated by the high speed trains.

We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM
 GOING FORWARD.
Resident :
Pierre Amesse / Mireille Masson
68 Royal Oak Ct, unit 201
Florida,32962

Ce courrier électronique ne contient aucun virus ou logiciel malveillant
 parce que la protection Antivirus avast! est active.
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From: ilan sebag
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop train
Date: Sunday, November 2, 2014 3:36:31 PM

Totally opposed to train !!

-- 
Ilan A.Sebag
305 528-8966

mailto:starchaser6@gmail.com
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From: Thomas Ryan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stop your train
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 12:44:13 PM

I live on the water and your train will hold up the Roosevelt bridge opening.
 You also will devalue my property because it will take to long to get to the
 ocean. Move that train inland !!!!!

mailto:kt2shabby@att.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Judy Holder
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: STOP
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 7:30:48 AM

The Stuart/Jensen Beach area is a perfect example why thus shouldn't happen.
It is already crowded and no room to add additional tracks, plus high speed trains.
Move tracks west...this is the way of the future.
Listen to the people.
Thank you

Sent from Judy's iPad

mailto:judy.holder@att.net
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From: Mary Lou
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stopping in Stuart
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 3:49:12 PM

We might consider a "yes" if we would benefit from a stop in Stuart.

Sent from my iPad

mailto:Mlou6363@aol.com
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From: June
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Strong objection to train plan!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:02:00 PM

We can think of nothing worse than your proposed plan to destroy the life of our town!  We've lived here 30years
 and can't imagine a proposal like this to destroy the environment. It obviously has to do with future freight service,
 which could go West of the beautiful Treasure Coast!
June & Donald Stork,  Vero Beach,Fla.

mailto:jmacstork@gmail.com
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From: Kendall, Jane
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Strongly oppose the investment in this train
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:15:17 PM
Importance: High

This is a poorly researched project.  This train will never get the ridership to
 support it financially and it will become a TAX BURDEN for the state of
 FLORIDA.
 
I strongly oppose the All Aboard Florida train.
 
I sincerely hope the project does not move forward.
 
Jane Kendall
5536 A1A # 209
Vero Beach, FL  32962
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:JKendall@carlsonwagonlit.com
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From: Francis Wolek
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Strongly Oppossed to AAF
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:33:56 PM

Dear Railroad Official

This email is a formal commentary of strong opposition to the All Aboard Florida Program.
We have many concerns regarding the impact of this program on the Treasure Coast.
However, our primary point of opposition is with the process used to formulate and
present the plan to the public.

The process should have been a Full Systems analysis of not just All Aboard but of the Total
Rail System (such as Freight and Passenger) for the next 20 to 35 years and not just of AAF,
but of all reasonable alternatives (such as major alternatives such as a western routing).

Granted, this would be an expensive process. But if fairly and openly formulated it would welcome
and include data and analyses from non-official, private, and non-governmental organizations.

In short and as presented, we are strongly opposed to All Aboard Florida!

Francis W. Wolek
Professor Emeritus and Previous Federal Deputy Assistant Secretary

Gloria Wolek
Previous Chair of a Township Board of Commissioners

Both of us are Florida home owners in Stuart, Florida

mailto:francis.wolek@villanova.edu
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From: Chartwell
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart AAF Public Meeting
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 9:23:30 AM
Attachments: CJT AAF Letter-11-3-14.pdf

ATT00001.htm

John

I attended the meeting and AAF math still indicates the waterways will be closed during 
daylight hours.

Charles J Thayer
CJT@ChartwellCapital.com

mailto:cjt@chartwellcapital.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:CJT@ChartwellCapital.com



Charles J Thayer 
702 SW Falcon Street 
Palm City, FL 34990 


 
November 3, 2014 


 
Federal Railroad Administration 
United States Coast Guard 
 
USCG: Require FEC To Share The Waterways & Protect 18,000 Marine Jobs! 
 
I was disappointed that the Stuart FRA Public Meeting was actually a ‘sales pitch’ by AAF 
rather than a meaningful discussion of the potential impact of the combined five-fold 
increase in passenger and freight traffic across our waterways. 
 
[1] My discussion with the AAF Consultant concerning AAF’s proposed mitigated time for 
a AAF bridge cycle [15 minutes] actually confirmed my calculations that our waterways 
would be closed to navigation during daylight hours. 
 
He stated that 2 passenger trains per hour [32 per day] would only close the bridge for 
30 minutes per hour [rather than 40 minutes with the current cycle]; but when I asked 
about the proposed increase in freight traffic [10 to 20 per day] he said; “that’s not us”. 
 
The St Lucie waterway bridge is used by both AAF and FEC and one [1] freight train per 
hour would close the waterways to navigation for another 26 minutes [FEC’s own data] 
per hour; our waterway would be closed a total of 56 minutes per daylight hour. 
 
[2] Keith Quan, AAF Consultant, acknowledged that he wrote the simulation model 
[projected on a video screen] that predicted 58% of all vessels would have zero wait 
time each hour. When I viewed his simulation model on the screen it exposed several 
significant input errors and I certainly hope the USCG takes time to analyze it; 
 
• Boats do not line up ‘bumper to bumper’ like train cars to wait for the RR Bridge to 


open – several boat lengths between boats are required for safe passage. 
 
• Keith’s simulation has inbound and outbound vessels passing one another between 


the three bridges – not safe with wind and currents for vessels of any size. 
 
• Keith’s simulation is based on vessels clearing the RR Bridge in 5 to 6 seconds rather 


than the amount of time [3 minutes] required for the lead single file vessel to safely 
clear all three bridges [Roosevelt, FEC Bridge & US1 Bridge] at idle speed. 


 
Keith acknowledged he had never actually been through our St Lucie bridges by boat. I 
gave him my card and invited him to join us on our boat to go through the St Lucie 
bridges so he could better understand why his model is not accurate. 
 
It is essential that the US Coast Guard independently determine the amount of 
time per hour required for vessels to safely navigate the St Lucie Waterway and 
require FEC & AAF to keep our navigable waterways open to navigation. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Charles J Thayer  














From: donna
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart FL NOT ALL ABOARD
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:41:08 PM

Please do not destroy our beautiful and quaint downtown Stuart
 by running your trains through it.  
Please do not destroy our ease of navigation on the waterways
 by forcing all boat traffic to come to a halt numerous times a
 day.
NO NO NO to Big Choo Choo!  You are NOT WANTED here, not even
 if a stop is proposed.  No train, no train stop.  Go west! 
d. true
stuart, fl 34997

mailto:true345@bellsouth.net
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From: Randy Sroczynski
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart in Martin County
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:07:21 AM

The expansion of tracks and the increase of trips will forever ruin the pleasant environment of downtown Stuart and
 Jensen Beach.
I will protest this venture by all possible means.
Randy Sroczynski
1225 NW 21st St.
Stuart 34994

mailto:randyski@reagan.com
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From: Nancy Kirsch
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart REAL Public Safety Issues
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 1:43:00 PM

Hello my name is Nancy Kirsch and reside in Palm City just over the bridge from Stuart.  I have
 lived in the area for 32 years - 2 years in Stuart & 30 years in Palm City.  A member of my
 household has serious medical issues & has been transported by ambulance to Martin Memorial
 North Hospital 3 times in the past two years  Thankfully, each trip to the hospital was unimpeded
 by train traffic and my family member was able to quickly receive prompt medical treatment. 
 Although, given the number of train traffic that is proposed to travel through Stuart, in addition
 to the fact that you MUST cross over railways in order to get to Martin Memorial North, (which is
 where my family member must go to receive treatment) it is highly likely that this member of my
 family could easily die due to either an ambulance waiting at a train crossing in order to get to my
 home or the hospital.  

Obviously, my family is one of thousands that would be affected.  Oh & lest I forget, the Martin
 County Sheriff and Fire Department would also have the exact same problem in attempting to
 respond to urgent calls involving life and death.  You, your investors and whatever right of way or
 property rights involved, should not be allowed to so adversely affect hundreds of thousands of
 people (if not millions) in multiple counties for the sake of MONEY & PROFIT.  AAF has no right to
 dictate life and death, not to mention scarring or decimating local economies, quality of life and
 home values.  Only a very few will benefit, while the majority of citizens in the Treasure Coast &
 elsewhere will suffer - some paying with their lives given your current plan.  

Nancy Kirsch
3711 SW Sunset Trace Circle
Palm City, FL 34990
772-286-8479

mailto:beans@gate.net
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From: Al Ragl
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart RR crossings
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 2:54:19 PM

My first question is: Do you know how many street crossings there are in Stuart alone for the High
 Speed Rail????
Each time the intersection closes for traffic, it impedes not only the flow, but also the normal
 conduct of business on either side.
Wore jet is the real possibility that emergency vehicles will not arrive at the Martin Health hospital
 before your train has claimed a life.
I must assume that that is of no concern to you in our area.
We can only hope that you fail in subjecting all of us in your careless endeavor.
 
Not On Board.
Al Ragl

mailto:al.r@flrst.com
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From: Jean Defrancis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart Ruins!
Date: Monday, October 13, 2014 12:03:00 PM

32 trains per day PLUS freight trains -
What a way to ruin our beautiful town and all the lovely old towns along the coast  to which many people love to
 live in. Don't let that happen in FL.
Jean DeFrancis,
Stuart, FL full time resident

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Carol Newton
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart trains
Date: Sunday, October 26, 2014 2:02:03 PM

please do not bring all aboard project to our area ... It will cause too much trouble for our little
 town... 
Thank you, 
Carol Newton

mailto:figgyflute@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: kmc3055@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Stuart, FL Impact
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 1:30:17 PM

We own a home in a golf course community only 100 yards or so from the tracks. It is already noisy from the
 current train traffic. If AAF is allowed to proceed our quality of life and home value will be negatively impacted.
This is the wrong thing to do to homeowners in the Stuart, FL area.

Karen McMillan
Stuart, FL

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Tammy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Subject: AAF - Let"s Do Great Things
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:00:29 AM

Hello AAF,

It's a great thing. The first step to catching up to the European
rail system. This is America. We should do great things.

--
Best regards,
 Tammy                          mailto:tbrogall@gmx.net
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From: Kesley De Miranda
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Suggestion: Please consider overnight hours [possibly in lesser frequency] for the nightlife/concertgoing crowd
Date: Thursday, October 16, 2014 2:35:13 AM

The AAF stations will go into the heart of 3 downtown cities in South Florida, where the
 nightlife industry is booming.  Not only are there after hour and even 24 hour clubs, there's
 also many concerts that are hosted in nearby venues that people come from far and wide to
 see particular artists.  The hours of these events are during the late night and overnight hours.
  I think AAF should consider running trains during these hours, maybe at a lesser frequency,
 once per hour possibly, maybe it can be limited to Fridays to Sundays?  Urban centers are
 rapidly becoming alive again and Miami is a 24-hour city.  I would love to have the option to
 jump on a train to West Palm Beach to see one of my favorite bands and then jump on the
 train and go right back, and not have to worry if I had a few too many drinks.  Drunk driving
 is a serious problem and having this option will curb accidents by giving people another
 option.  Also, keep in mind that anyone whether in Orlando, West Palm Beach, Ft.
 Lauderdale, or Miami will have this option.  So this has the potential of attracting a new niche
 market of passengers that may want to come down here or vice versa for concerts or special
 events, such as Ultra and its after parties.  There are a lot of concerts of musicians I enjoy
 which are typically held in Ft. Lauderdale or West Palm Beach.  There have even been some
 in Orlando.  But the long drive during those late hours is a turn off for me.  This option will
 make it more safe and comfortable for us to enjoy these type of events.

Best Regards,
Kesley De Miranda 

Sent from iCloud

mailto:k.dm@me.com
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From: Peate, Martin
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Supoprt for All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, October 16, 2014 2:12:54 PM
Importance: High

Mr. Winkle,
 
As a transportation planner and lifetime resident of Florida I applaud the efforts and concept of All
 Aboard Florida.  For far too many years the State of Florida has relied solely on the personal
 automobile as the primary mode of transportation and personal mobility.  Far too many times has
 the State of Florida and federal government attempted to develop and complete an exclusive, fixed-
guideway rail connection between Miami, Orlando and even to Tampa.  All Aboard Florida has
 passed a milestone that other efforts have fallen short of achieving with the development and
 public review of this DEIS.
 
I whole-heartedly support and endorse the project as discussed in the DEIS (approved 09.19.14). 
 
I look forward to having the opportunity to have a choice between Miami and Orlando and hopefully
 one day all the way to Tampa.
 
 
 
Martin A. Peate, AICP
4815 West Bay Court Avenue
Tampa, Florida 33611
813.760.1254

This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If
 you receive this message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of
 this information and you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies.
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From: Ben Stewart
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Support all aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, September 30, 2014 4:10:49 PM

Hello,
 
I am writing this email in support of the All Aboard Florida project.  Being from the South Florida
 area, I think this project will have a significant positive impact on the state of Florida .  I currently
 work in Orlando and have my girlfriend, friends and family all living in the Fort Lauderdale area.  I
 would find the ability to take a 3 hour commute via train rather than automobile much more
 appealing and convenient, as I could continue to do work while making the commute down there. 
 The economic and environmental impact of this project cannot be ignored. This project will bring
 numerous new jobs to the state of Florida as well as reduce the environmental impact of long
 distance commuters.  I am in full support of this project and look forward to taking the ride down to
 South Florida upon its completion.
 
Thank you,
 
Ben Stewart

mailto:BStewart@cfs-fl.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Support Cards for AAF
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 11:21:07 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
Comment Cards to FRA - 10-07-2014.pdf

Dear Mr. John Winkle,
Please find attached, 33 support cards for the All Aboard Florida project.
Sincerely,
Chris
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida

2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com

Follow us:  

 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.

mailto:Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com
http://www.allaboardflorida.com/
http://twitter.com/allaboardfla
http://facebook.com/AllAboardFlorida
http://www.feci.com/
http://www.feci.com/










































































































































From: King, William W - NEW YORK NY
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Governor Rick Scott
Subject: Support for All Aboard Florida passenger rail service...
Date: Thursday, September 25, 2014 11:52:33 AM

Dear Mr. Winkler,
 
I wish to convey my support for the All Aboard Florida passenger rail service.
As a resident of Vero Beach, Florida, I think it would be beneficial.
Among the reasons:

1.       The construction phase provides direct and indirect jobs to the entire East coast of Florida.
2.       The finished project provides a lasting capital improvement that will serve generations of

 Floridians (and visiting tourists).
3.       It will reduce car emissions, reduce highway fatalities and injuries and reduce wear and tear

 on our Florida highways.
 
There will be many who say, “not in my back yard”!
There will be many who say, “it is too dangerous”!
There will be many who say, “All Aboard Florida is getting a Federal handout”.
 
I say, my elected officials need to have the guts to make a “Go Forward” decision for the long term
 benefit of all.
And maybe, one day, we will have passenger rail service in Vero Beach as well?
 
Thank you,
 
William King
5156 Saint Andrews Island Drive
Vero Beach, FL  32967
 

 This message, and any attachments, is for the intended recipient(s) only, may contain
 information that is privileged, confidential and/or proprietary and subject to important terms
 and conditions available at http://www.bankofamerica.com/emaildisclaimer. If you are not the
 intended recipient, please delete this message.

mailto:william_w_king@ml.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Lauren Murley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Support for All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 3:15:56 PM

Good afternoon,

I am writing to let you know I am very excited for All Aboard Florida. This is a project that
 has been long-needed to connect Florida's major destinations. Driving on Florida highways is
 treacherous - I cannot wait for the day when we can get on an All Aboard Florida train and
 easily get to Orlando from South Florida. 

Thank you,
Lauren  

mailto:lauren.murley@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Cara Capp
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: John Adornato, III
Subject: Support for All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, November 13, 2014 3:16:50 PM
Attachments: NPCA All Aboard Florida DEIS Comment November 2014.pdf

 
Dear Mr. Winkle:
 
On behalf of the National Parks Conservation Association, please find the attached comments in
 support of the All Aboard Florida initiative. After reviewing the Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement, we believe the project will have positive environmental benefits for the state and our
 treasured national parks. Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions about
 NPCA’s position.
 
Thank you and best regards,
Cara
 
Cara Capp
Everglades Restoration Program Manager
National Parks Conservation Association
450 North Park Road # 301
Hollywood, Florida 33021
(954) 961-1280 x 402
(305) 546-6689 (cell)
 

mailto:ccapp@npca.org
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November 13, 2014 


 


Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


1200 New Jersey Avenue 


Washington, DC 20590 


 


Re: All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement  


 


Dear Mr. Winkle:   


 


The National Parks Conservation Association (NPCA), the only independent, nonprofit 


membership organization devoted exclusively to advocacy on behalf of America’s National Park 


System, writes to submit our comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for 


the proposed All Aboard Florida initiative. NPCA believes that the facilitation of successful 


commuter rail as outlined in the All Aboard Florida proposal will overall yield positive impacts 


for Florida’s urban and environmental communities, extending throughout the greater Everglades 


ecosystem, including Everglades National Park, Biscayne National Park, and Big Cypress 


National Preserve.  


 


One of the preeminent threats facing Everglades National Park in the coming years is climate 


change. Sea level rise, changes in water temperate and salinity, unpredictable rainfall patterns, 


and increased storm events are among the concerns associated with climate change. NPCA 


appreciates that, by offering a viable transportation alternative to single-occupancy vehicle use, 


the All Aboard Florida initiative proposes to significantly reduce greenhouse gas emissions in 


the coming years to help slow the impacts of climate change. As stated in the DEIS: 


 


“Calculations for emission of greenhouse gases (GHG) carbon dioxide (CO2), methane 


(CH4) and nitrous oxide (N2O) show the Project would decrease emissions as a result of 


decreased automobile VMT. CO2 emissions would decrease by 19,617 tons/year in 2019 


and 31,477 tons/year in 2030. CH4 emissions would decrease by 4.7 and 5.7 tons/year, 


respectively and N2O emissions by 5.0 and 6.1 tons/year in 2019 and 2030.” (All Aboard 


Florida DEIS, Section 5.2.6, Climate Change) 


 


Based on this analysis, the DEIS finds that All Aboard Florida would have a net positive impact 


on climate change over the no action alternative, in which individual vehicle use and subsequent 


greenhouse gas emissions will continue to increase at higher levels than any project alternative.   


 


 







 


 


Further, NPCA appreciates the assessment that All Aboard Florida will have a net positive 


impact on the slowing of roadway expansion efforts that are resource-intensive and often lead to 


dangerous habitat fragmentation. By removing 335,628 vehicle trips from Florida highways each 


year (All Aboard Florida DEIS, Section 5.1.2, Transportation) this initiative can help alleviate 


the burden on transportation infrastructure that leads to the dangerous cycle of expanding lanes, 


off-ramps, and roadway extensions when traffic inevitably becomes heavy. Such roadway 


expansion projects have proven harmful to the endangered Florida Panther among other native 


species, and lead to urban sprawl that has harmful environmental impacts throughout the state.  


 


Given the proposed benefits regarding climate change, transportation infrastructure, and air 


quality, and the fact that the DEIS finds no considerable impacts to farmland soil, coastal zone 


management, wild and scenic rivers, threatened and endangered species, or recreation, NPCA 


supports the All Aboard Florida project. Thank you for your consideration of our input.  


 


Sincerely,  


 


 


 


 


John Adornato, III 


Sun Coast Regional Director 


 
CC:  Jose Gonzalez 


 All Aboard Florida 


 


 







From: chrispbarry@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Support for All Aboard Florida
Date: Sunday, September 21, 2014 10:38:27 PM

To Whom It May Concern:

While I can understand the concern for safety with the trains that will hopefully be running as part of All
 Aboard Florida I am of the opinion that these concerns can be addressed in a thoughtful and
 comprehensive manner.  The long term positives of the project which include, but are not limited to,
 reducing personal vehicle travel will provide a much more sustainable mode of transportation in Florida.  

I am in full support of All Aboard Florida.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

Chris Barry
830 Flamingo Drive, West Palm Beach, FL 33401

mailto:chrispbarry@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Chuck Robuck
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Support of All Aboard Florida
Date: Friday, October 24, 2014 9:40:14 AM

I want to express my complete support for All Aboard Florida.

The passenger rail service they propose to provide will be significant step
 forward in providing travelers an alternative to already overcrowded highways
 and airports.

Thanks for this opportunity to submit my input.

Chuck
(916) 663-2716

mailto:robuckc@live.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Bryan Murley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: support of project
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 6:44:06 PM

I live in Tampa.  I support the high speed rail project and look forward to an extension to
 Tampa.

mailto:longuylandboy@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Doug Mackenzie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Take it out of town
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:07:25 AM

Thirty some trains thru Stuart and confusion circle would shut down the town.  Just take it out of town.

Doug MacKenzie
2929 se ocean
121-1
Stuart Fl

mailto:gdougmack@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Grant Ashcroft
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Grant Ashcroft
Subject: The all aboard florida train - Federal Administration draft - Environmental impact statement on High-Speed

 Passenger Service
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:03:38 PM

Dear Sirs,
   We would like to register our opinion, complaints and comments on the All Aboard Florida Train
 that's planning to run through the Treasure Coast of Florida.  We've lived here in Stuart for for
 over twenty five years, and consider it an absolutely great place to call home.  Through the years
 most people in Stuart have tolerated the multiple, daily FEC trains. We've come to accept the
 occasional traffic back-ups during the day and the horn, crossings and bridge noises at night. 
   Hearing about the plans for 32 high speed passenger trains blasting through Stuart, along with
 greatly increased freight train traffic simply breaks our hearts. We will receive no benefits from all
 these passenger trains. (which aren't needed, and will likely end up unprofitable.)  We'll be hurt
 even more as the planned increased number of freight trains grow longer in length. This is a
 completely terrible idea.  Everyone I speak with is very concerned with the numerous negative
 impacts this will have on the quality of life we and thousands of others enjoy here on the Treasure
 Coast.  We have very real concerns about the negative impact this train will have on real estate
 values, in addition to increased noise and air pollution.   Even more troubling are the huge
 problems it will cause with the police, fire and ambulance emergency services.  
   Allowing this high speed train to proceed as planned is simply allowing some disengaged
 Investment Company to potentially profit at the great expense of thousands and thousands of
 Florida residents living along the Treasure Coast.  Residents who have worked hard to make this
 a great place to call home, and who don't want to see their quality of life diminished.   Please
 consider reevaluating the Federal Railroad Administration draft on the environmental impact of
 the high-speed passenger rail service and look at alternatives such as running this service
 through lower density areas.   There certainly has to be a better solution.  
   Thanks for listening.
    Grant and Carol Ashcroft
   

The Ashcrofts
624 SW Saint Lucie CR  #204
Stuart FL  34994

   

mailto:thecrofts99@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Lori Knerick
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30% design - please deny

 the permit and ask for a public hearing.
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 2:11:59 PM

My Name: Lori Knerick

My Email: laknerick@yahoo.com

My Address:

3470 Kent Dr
Melbourne, Fl 32935

The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30%
 design.

This is unacceptable and legally insufficient. 

The Corps should make All Aboard Florida start over, and come back when they can say with
 a reasonable level of certainty where the rail will be double-tracked, where it will be triple
 tracked, where the sidings will be and identify the extent to which this width “expansion” will
 impact the cultural, social and ecological environment.

Where I went to school 30% was a failing grade. The Corps not only shouldn’t issue a permit
 based on this level of design and the application should not be accepted as complete.  We
 respectfully ask that you deny the permit until the applicant provides the details that are
 necessary to determine the true impacts. You are the custodians of a rare and precious
 resource.

Sincerely,
Lori Knerick

mailto:laknerick@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: S H Rawe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30% design - please deny

 the permit and ask for a public hearing.
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:15:31 AM

My Name: S H Rawe

My Email: shrawe@netzero.com

My Address:

10721 Habitat Trail
Bokeelia, FL 33922

The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30%
 design.

This is unacceptable and legally insufficient. 

The Corps should make All Aboard Florida start over, and come back when they can say with
 a reasonable level of certainty where the rail will be double-tracked, where it will be triple
 tracked, where the sidings will be and identify the extent to which this width “expansion” will
 impact the cultural, social and ecological environment.

Where I went to school 30% was a failing grade. The Corps not only shouldn’t issue a permit
 based on this level of design and the application should not be accepted as complete.  We
 respectfully ask that you deny the permit until the applicant provides the details that are
 necessary to determine the true impacts. You are the custodians of a rare and precious
 resource.

Sincerely,
S H Rawe

mailto:shrawe@netzero.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Karl Rich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30% design - please deny

 the permit and ask for a public hearing.
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:39:24 PM

My Name: Karl Rich

My Email: kritr4@bellsouth.net

My Address:

7997 SE VIlla
Hobe Sound, FL 33455

The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30%
 design.

This is unacceptable and legally insufficient. 

The Corps should make All Aboard Florida start over, and come back when they can say with
 a reasonable level of certainty where the rail will be double-tracked, where it will be triple
 tracked, where the sidings will be and identify the extent to which this width “expansion” will
 impact the cultural, social and ecological environment.

Where I went to school 30% was a failing grade. The Corps not only shouldn’t issue a permit
 based on this level of design and the application should not be accepted as complete.  We
 respectfully ask that you deny the permit until the applicant provides the details that are
 necessary to determine the true impacts. You are the custodians of a rare and precious
 resource.

Sincerely,
Karl Rich

mailto:kritr4@bellsouth.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Marilyn Muller
To: AAF_Comments_Reply
Subject: The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30% design - please deny

 the permit and ask for a public hearing.
Date: Sunday, December 7, 2014 2:41:28 PM

My Name: Marilyn Muller

My Email: marilynmuller@comcast.net

My Address:

3308 Cove Road
Jupiter FL 33469

The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30%
 design.

This is unacceptable and legally insufficient. 

The Corps should make All Aboard Florida start over, and come back when they can say with
 a reasonable level of certainty where the rail will be double-tracked, where it will be triple
 tracked, where the sidings will be and identify the extent to which this width “expansion” will
 impact the cultural, social and ecological environment.

Where I went to school 30% was a failing grade. The Corps not only shouldn’t issue a permit
 based on this level of design and the application should not be accepted as complete.  We
 respectfully ask that you deny the permit until the applicant provides the details that are
 necessary to determine the true impacts. You are the custodians of a rare and precious
 resource.

Sincerely,
Marilyn Muller

mailto:marilynmuller@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=6f443a89df8149c4949d741a40776144-AAF_Comment


From: Melanie Popper
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30% design - please deny

 the permit and ask for a public hearing.
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:51:08 PM

My Name: Melanie Popper

My Email: m90039@bellsouth.net

My Address:

2000 S. Ocean Dr., Apt. 706
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33316

The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30%
 design.

This is unacceptable and legally insufficient. 

The Corps should make All Aboard Florida start over, and come back when they can say with
 a reasonable level of certainty where the rail will be double-tracked, where it will be triple
 tracked, where the sidings will be and identify the extent to which this width “expansion” will
 impact the cultural, social and ecological environment.

Where I went to school 30% was a failing grade. The Corps not only shouldn’t issue a permit
 based on this level of design and the application should not be accepted as complete.  We
 respectfully ask that you deny the permit until the applicant provides the details that are
 necessary to determine the true impacts. You are the custodians of a rare and precious
 resource.

Sincerely,
Melanie Popper

mailto:m90039@bellsouth.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Katherine Kenney
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30% design - please deny

 the permit and ask for a public hearing.
Date: Friday, November 28, 2014 7:45:31 PM

My Name: Katherine Kenney

My Email: kkenney42@gmail.com

My Address:

2895 SW Brighton Way
Palm City, FL 34990

The environmental impacts of the All Aboard Florida project were based on plans at 30%
 design.

This is unacceptable and legally insufficient. 

The Corps should make All Aboard Florida start over, and come back when they can say with
 a reasonable level of certainty where the rail will be double-tracked, where it will be triple
 tracked, where the sidings will be and identify the extent to which this width “expansion” will
 impact the cultural, social and ecological environment.

Where I went to school 30% was a failing grade. The Corps not only shouldn’t issue a permit
 based on this level of design and the application should not be accepted as complete.  We
 respectfully ask that you deny the permit until the applicant provides the details that are
 necessary to determine the true impacts. You are the custodians of a rare and precious
 resource.

Sincerely,
Katherine Kenney

mailto:kkenney42@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: BDSachs@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The fatality of the East Coast corridor
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:55:07 AM

Dear Sirs or Madams:
 
In July 2007, at the relatively young age of sixty three (63), I had my first and only heart attack due to a
 100% blockage of my right coronary artery.  The EMT's were at our home in Citrus Springs within five
 minutes of our 911 call.  They had me en route to the IR Medical center within 5 minutes of their arrival
 and called ahead to alert the cardiac unit we'd be arriving in a few minutes.  I was being treated with IV
 medicines and closely monitored along the way, while actively protesting that it was impossible for me to
 be having a heart attack as I rode my bike 15-20 miles each day and had an athlete's heart and
 excellent blood pressure.  
 
The EMT assured me that I was in cardiac arrest and shared vital information with the driver and hospital
 as we made our way there with sirens blaring.  Our route took us north on 43rd Avenue to Aviation were
 we headed east to US-1.  We passed by the airport and were only a minute or two away from the hospital
 and the life saving team that waited us when the unthinkable happened.  A train had approached the
 intersection we needed to cross in order to enter US-1 and blocked our only route.  I remember the
 EMT's agonizing frustration and him telling me to "hang in there" for the agonizingly long 3-4 minutes it
 took for the tracks to become crossable.  By this time I was passing in and out of consciousness due
 to my brain being deprived of blood and oxygen.
 
By the time they got me into the ER my wife tells me that I was experiencing heavy convulsions and
 seizures.  But this would turn out to be my lucky day for several reasons.  Duke University had opened its
 special cardiac wing at the Vero Beach Hospital only six months earlier so I didn't have to travel the extra
 distance to Sebastian or Ft. Pierce.  Dr Greenstein, (or Greenberg) the Duke University cardiac specialist
 was available and awaiting my arrival.  In spite of the 4 minute train delay, I was at the hospital
 within about 30 minutes from the onset of my heart attack.  Because I received such rapid treatment, I
 suffered less than a 1% damage to my heart.  After a 4 day stay, I was released and have enjoyed an
 active life without any further heart problems.  How differently things could have ended had I not gotten
 treatment so quickly.
 
I remember many times since moving here in 2004, driving to the beach, only to get to the railroad
 crossing and waiting as one of the 400 car freight trains made its way down the tracks.  I think their
 schedule back then was a train every two hours.  I rented a home for a while that was only a quarter mile
 west of the tracks near Oslo Road. It didn't matter that 95% of the residents were fast asleep.  The train
 whistle still blasted its sleep-interrupting warning as it passed by every two hours.  With the proposed
 passenger trains coupled with the freight trains, how many people will have agonizing, life threatening
 waits as they try to get from the western side of the tracks to the hospital on the east side?  How many
 people will have their tranquil evenings shaken awake with added whistle blasts?  With the average age
 of residents already elderly and getting older every day, do you think the incidents similar to mine will
 increase or decrease?  How many lives will be put at unnecessary risk by the train service running on the
 East Coast Corridor, blocking ambulances on their life or death runs to the ER?  How many unlucky lives
 will be lost due to this horrible decision to run the trains on tracks sure to cost families there loved ones? 
 I implore you to reconsider. 
 
I could understand using the East corridor if bridges could be built for cars to pass over the tracks or the
 reverse with train bridges passing over roads, but I doubt that is a possibility.  The safest, least peace
 disturbing, and most sensible route is one that runs adjacent to I-95.  Please make that your choice. 
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Respectfully submitted,
 
Barry J. Sachs

mailto:BDSachs@aol.com
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399 W Key Lime Sq SW
Vero Beach, FL  32968
(772)  567-3525



From: mpnoll@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The final word
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 5:36:35 PM

I've been reading all about AAF and the proposed additional rail line and increased rail traffic through
 what is now a heavily populated area of Florida's East Coast.  That statement pretty much sums up the
 situation.  The East coast from Palm Beach up though Vero Beach is no longer a lightly populated area
 where an occasional train did not disturb many people.  This area's population is growing.  The number
 of people affected by your decision is increasing.  If allowed, the future will bring howls of protest over the
 bad decision that allowed the building of this line through this area.

It is time to realize that any low speed, high speed, freight or any other rail traffic is past for this area,
 there are just too many people affected.  The proposed rail traffic can easily be handled along the I-95
 corridor.  That is were it should be and needs to be.

Michael Noll
1888 SW Mooring Dr
Palm City, FL

mailto:mpnoll@aol.com
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From: Jean-Claude Nicolas
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The Pointe at Delray Condo
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:03:44 AM

Our community sits approximately 50 ft from the tracks. My unit is about 50 yards from this
 potential nightmare of a train. Currently,  my windows rattle when the train goes by.  Our
 community will require soundproof windows and a higher wall to create an acceptable buffer.
 I don't see how a 4' wall can provide ample auditory diffusion for our little and mostly
 peaceful community. Your consideration is appreciated.

Jean-Claude Nicolas
440S-128

mailto:claudez1963@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Robert Puglisi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The residents of the Treasure Coast do not want your cursed train!
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 5:04:25 PM

mailto:bpuglisi511@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: joann tomich
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: The stupid All Aboard Train!
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:30:53 AM

I have lived in Martin Co/Palm City for 31 years.  The idea of putting 32 trains a day, plus freight trains, (amount  to
 be increased also)  beside or near our existing railroad tracks is absolutely horrifying.  Our train bridge would have
 to stay closed during most of our day light  and that would be in violation of Federal Maritime law.  The US 
 intercoastal system goes under our Stuart railroad bridge.  That would make use of the inter coastal system  limited
 to night time only.  9pm to 8am.  This is unbelievable.  This project  is an abomination.  Drop this project.  The only
 hope  you have is to put it in the middle of the state, and it would still go over the intercoastal  system, so you’ll
 have to build an elevated “high” speed train bridge.    ALSO, since no passenger train in the USA is profitable I
 doubt seriously if your’s will be profitable.  It’s all about the freight  isn’t it!!!!    Joann Tomich

mailto:jocrna@comcast.net
mailto:john.winkle@dot.gov


From: Stuart Gollinger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Congressman Patrick E. Murphy
Subject: The Terrible Harm All Aboard Florida Will Do To the Treasure Coasy
Date: Tuesday, October 28, 2014 1:43:16 PM

To : Federal Railroad Administration

All Aboard Florida trains will do terrible harm to the real estate industry in 
Martin County and to the thousands of residents in Martin County whose 
homes will lose millions and millions of dollars in value caused by the noise,
 vibrations and disruption to traffic on the Treasure Coast, including the 
prevention of ambulances, firefighters, police and other first responders 
from being able to meet their obligations in a timely manner. 

It should be noted that when the market values of the homes of those 
thousands of residents plummet below the current values of their 
mortgages, as a result of the disruption caused by the trains rumbling 
through their neighborhoods in Stuart, Hobe Sound and elsewhere in South
 Florida, the residents may very well just walk away from their mortgage 
obligations, which will put this State ( and Federal Government ) back 
where they were in 
2006-2009 when banks were left holding the bag with respect to their 
many oversold mortgages to those who could not afford to pay them. 
Those banks will then need a major bailout from the Federal Government 
just to survive. And all of this unnecessary expense and upheaval will be 
just because a few private corporations think they can make money 
running passenger and freight trains on the Florida East Coast Railway train 
tracks through the heart of  many towns on the Treasure Coast of  Florida. 

To say this is just a private matter, as the Florida Governor has stated on a 
number of occasions, is simply just a misguided statement, because the 
fact is, the harm that will be done to the people, wildlife and environment 
of the Treasure Coast of Florida will definitely be a public matter. And 
finally, as a private venture, All Aboard Florida will constitute a public 
nuisance to all of the people, wildlife and environment on the Treasure 

mailto:jerigo@att.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:patrickmurphy-no-reply@mail.house.gov


Coast of Florida, leading to  the destruction of the quality of life for all of 
them.

Thank you.

Stuart Gollinger
Port St. Lucie, FL



From: jerry_walters@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: the train issue
Date: Tuesday, October 7, 2014 10:02:43 AM

My husband and I are opposed to All Aboard Florida. The slow-speed coastline
 corridor is totally wrong for high-speed trains. Dr. and Mrs. Jerry C. Walters

mailto:jerry_walters@comcast.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Jimmy Hodges
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:47:32 AM

The planned All Aboard Florida train from Miami to Orlando may be a good thing for the people in those cities, but
 what about those of us on the Treasure Coast?   It is detrimental on several levels!
Our quality of life is at stake here. If you lived here you would know that and do all you could to keep that from
 happening.  
What we are really talking about here is a freight train!  One that will expedite cargo coming through the Panama
 Canal as it expands.  Anyone who has researched trains knows that passenger trains lose money.  To have us
 believe this train is good as a passengers train is not realistic. We all know better!
The impact on the Treasure Coast will be devastating! 
Our towns will die because of the damage done to our environment.  People come here to enjoy the rivers and
 lagoons which make us one of the most desirable fishing areas.  Our boating industry is big here.
Closed bridges and railroad crossing cost not only time but in some case will cost lives!
Property values will plummet!
Presently there is no good reason for this train to come through the Treasure Coast.
Look for another route!  Think ahead before it is too late!

mailto:jghod@bellsouth.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Suzy
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:23:11 PM

I just wanted to register my families objections to AAF. We live in a community of RT 1 in 
Winter Beach called Antilles. We moved here from Massachusetts 3 years ago and love the 
quality of life and the peace and calm. We knew a train was near by but it was described as a 
freight train then ran mostly thru the night. 

I feel that no pun intended but we are being railroaded into having something with nothing but
 drawbacks to us. There is nothing for us to gain by having the train.

I have gone to private meetings by AAF  and have heard what they have to say. It does not 
make sense. There is no passenger train in this country that makes money and they think they 
are the whole grail? I am concerned about the environment but if that would be a concern why 
wouldn’t you use a route that is farther out to start to develop businesses rather than kill the 
ones that are there.

Why is it only now that people and government officials are starting to look into this route. It 
is probably to late that AAF will even consider but please do something fair and logical that 
does not just benefit one greedy company with shady 
motives.

Sincerely,
Suzy Feeney
suzywfeeney@gmail.com
6655 Martinique Way, Vero Beach, Florida 32967

mailto:suzywfeeney@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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From: Deedee Lamm
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: The Train
Date: Friday, October 31, 2014 2:36:05 PM

I now live in St Lucie West. Previously we lived in Vero Beach where we still work and regularly see friends and
 family. We shop and dine in Stuart quite frequently.
This train will negatively effect most all of the East Coast north of Palm Beach. It will crowd major city
 intersections, it will slow emergency vehicles and it will not offer any positive influx for the Treasure Coast.
In short we don't want it or need it.

Deedee Lamm
353 NW Shoreline Circle
St Lucie West, FL 34986

Sent from my iPhone

Deedee

mailto:mneewe@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Tim Tomich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Tim Tomich; Joann
Subject: the worst thing I have seen to ruin a nice place to live
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 11:39:00 AM

This is really a bad joke that you are playing on the citizenry of Martin county are we on
 candid  camera? Or perhaps you think that we are all that stupid .  Number 1. Are traffic is
 already  messed up with the current amount of trains .Your proposal would greatly increase
 A. The number of closings  . B The number if closings on the saint Lucie river and the time
 waiting will be ridiculous and cause unsafe conditions because of the number of boats that 
 would be jamming up all the time waiting for the bridge to open I heard ads about wait times
 at crossings but this does not pertain to the 100 year old rail road bridge in Stuart also the
 train would necessarily  have to slow down because of the sharp turns in Stuart ,Rio and
 Jensen . C .The noise from the trains as they cross the bridge would be almost constant as the
 noise from the trains is heard all the way in Palm city .D The cost is to tax payers for
 absolutely NO BENEFIT to them. It only stands to ruin there current standard of living at their
 financial expense . E. Any one or any animal stands a greatly increased chance of being struck
 by a train FOR WHAT there is nothing positive about this abomination .Number 2 .I see this as
 the start of the down fall of part of Hobe sound and Stuart  it will be similar to what happened
 in Stuart around the air port as it grew to big to be in the middle of an urban area. Real estate
 value s will go down and the areas along the track will turn into slums. All you  need do is
 open your eyes and look at neighbor hoods where there is a air port or trains running through
 it the busier the tracks or airport the worse the neighbor hood. And we are given the privilege
 of paying for it .  also we all know almost all passenger trains in existence are on welfare  
 STOP THIS RIDICULOUS TRAIN THE CITIZENS OF MARTIN COUNTY HAVE NOTHING TO GAIN
 AND AVERY THING TO LOOSE

mailto:tdt52@live.com
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From: Bonanti, Christopher
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Edwards, Julie; Soule, Ali; Bonilla, Yvelisse (Yve)
Subject: Third email with 200 support letters for the AAF project
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:30:53 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
SurveyReport-3960570-12-3-2014-C.PDF

Hello Mr. Winkle,
This is the third email with 200 support letters attached for the All Aboard Florida project.
Thank you,
Chris
 
 
Christopher Bonanti
Director of Environmental Planning
All Aboard Florida

2855 Le Jeune Road | 4th Floor
Coral Gables, FL 33134
T: 305.520.2347 | C: 571.334.4807
Christopher.Bonanti@allaboardflorida.com | allaboardflorida.com

Follow us:  

 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission is privileged
 and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named
 above. No addressee should forward, print, copy, or otherwise reproduce this message in any
 manner that would allow it to be viewed by any individual not originally listed as a recipient.
 If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
 unauthorized disclosure, dissemination, distribution, copying of this transmission or the
 taking of any action in reliance on the information herein is strictly prohibited. If you have
 received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to sender that you have received
 this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you.
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Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Aniria Sherman 


sunrise fl 33351  


aniriasherman@ymail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Max Bramelus 
sunrise fl 33322 


mbramelus@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Henry M Baquero 


33327 fl weston 


hmbaquero1090@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Christian Brower 


33303 


pbill615@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Sierra Gude 


miramar fl 33025 


gudegirl954@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Sydney Floyd 


miramar fl 33023 


efabien94@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Mischma Florvilus 


Fort Lauderdale Florida 33312 


mflorvilus@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Melina Paul 


pembroke pines fl 33023 


melina.paul7@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Christopher Alfred 


Hallandale fl 33009  


chris15698@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Man 


hollywood 33021 fl 


hklmf@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Robert Antonino 


Hollywood Fl 33021  


tonyrobert1985@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


 


 
 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 
I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Josh Exalien 


fort lauderdale florida 33312 


exaljk@mail.broward.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Brian Okun 


davie florida 33314 


brianokun95@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Sara Lopez 


hollywood floridA 33020 


slopez1@broward.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Rachel James 


fort lauderdale fl 33319 


r.james2012@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 


 
Sincerely, 


Gerardo Rivas 


Pembroke Pines Fl 33025 


gerardor2do@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Kevin Davila 
Miami Florida 33016 


davilakevin@outlook.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Jeremeel Samuels 


sunrise fl 33351 


samuelsjeremeel@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Joseph Cameron 


maimi fl 33169 


joseph31923@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 


 
Sincerely, 


Kyle Roth 


davie 


rothk@mail.broward.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Tatiana Noel 


miramar fl 33027 


tatiana_f_noel@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Brandon Singletary 


miami gardens fl 33054 


brandonsingletary19@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Shakerea Burke 


lauderdale lakes fl 33319 


shakereab@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Estevon Walker 


Lauderhill 


rushard32@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 
 


 


Sincerely, 


Rachel Pappalardo 


hialeah,fl 33011 


Rachel.Pappalardo001@mymdc.net 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Kendrea Clarke 


Lauderhill FL 33319 


clarke.kendrea@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Harry Pierre 


North Miami, florida,33161 


pierreh5518@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Tianna Thompson 
miramar fl 


sweettia9115@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Nicolle Lafosse 
Plantation fl 33322 


nicolle_lafosse@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Jameel Reid 


miami gardens fl 33055 


jashav345@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Keyvon Patterson 
miami florida 33142 


shanklive@rocketmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Shairis Paris 


33312 


llmsshairisparis@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Abigail Chavez 


miramar fl 33023 


abigail00292@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Nathalie Momplaisir 
miami fl 33167 


nathal.momplaisir001@mymdc.net 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 
 


 


Sincerely, 


Imani Joseph 


miami fl 33169 


imanijoseph206@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Kimberlee Gray 


sunrise fl 33323 


gkimmy10@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Vivian Moore 


miami florida 33127 


gatorhater797@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 
 


 


Sincerely, 


Pamela Valverde 


miramar fl 33027 


pamheezy@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Zedrekonx 


miami 


zedreknox@aim.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Kristen Andersen 


miami. fl 


ksolololol@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Lacarol Kellie 


dania 


haruhitamaki@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Isaac Timmer 


pompano beach fl 33064 


ittoootall@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 
 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


 


 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Ancy Duval 


miami florida 33161 


duval.ancy@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Reshma Thomas 


cooper city florida 33026 


reshmathomas27@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Wilmore Kemp 


miamifl33054 


bigmen@1964bm.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 
 


 


Sincerely, 


Cortney Brooks 


ft.lauderdale fl 33312 
lilcortney102@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Juan Guerrero 
miramar fl 33025 


cazh_flow11@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Caroline Baxendale 


33149 
baxendale.caroline@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Christian Lopez 


hialeah florida 33012 


chris.lopez1103@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Laquita Sartin 


miami fl 33147 


qt_benjamin@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Albert F. Mccall 


miami fl 33147 


bunchpark157@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Taylor-Dayne Lawrence 


miramar fl 33027 


taylor.dayne@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 
 


 


Sincerely, 


Jeffery Rodriguez 


33065 
rodrj289@mail.broward.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 
 


 


Sincerely, 


Kayvon Calaman-Hall 


Miami Fl 33014 


Coffeehypedchaos@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Regina Reed 


opa locka fl 33054 


regina.reed001@mymdc.net 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Jasiel  


hialeah 


jesterjake20@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Erby Mortimer 


fort luaderdale florida 33312 


erby100@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Alicia Jaramillo 


fort lauderdale florida 33325 


gatorhater11@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Rebecca Grolitzer 


miami florida 33179 


rebeccagrolitzer@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Huey  


ft. lauderdale fl 33311 


hu.harris@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Abby-Gayle Dunkley 


Sunrise 3313 


abby.dunkley13@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Benny Desir 


Miami florida 33167 


benny.desir001@mymdc.net 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Tuesday, November 18, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Ambresha Griffin 


Fort Lauderdale FL 33311 


breshagriffin@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Clara Louissaint 


33147 


clara.louissaint@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Creshelle Whitehead 


miami. fl 33056 


luluwhite444@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 14, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Maurice Cossy 


miami,FL 33147 


blackmoi12@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Aislyn Page 


33137 
apob45@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 
 


 


Sincerely, 


Adrian Jones 


33175 
jones.adriam@yahood.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Felipe Costa Peuser 


Key Biscayne Fl 33149 


fcost009@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Ryan Chen 


pembroke pines florida 33029 


shrockers.rc@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Kristine Hernandez 


miami FL 33182 
khern123@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Vanessa Suazo 
Miami FL 33193  


Vsuaz001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Joshua Waknine 
miami fl 33175 


grica550@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Grace Torres 


Miami Fl 33165 


gracielasavtorres@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Danielle Rollins 


miami florida 33130 


droll002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Seriya Simms  


greenacres Fl 33463 


ssimm031@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Hugo Enriquez 


miami fl 33145 


hugoabelito@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Mariam Martinez 


miami Fl 33177 


mmart643@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Robert Sugar 


north miami 33160 


rsuga001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 


 
Sincerely, 


Krista Shuckerow 


chepachet rhodeisland 02814 


kshuc001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Alejandra Torres 


miami florida 33174 


atorr057@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Ollie Lee Taylor 


miami 33136 


infantmystics@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Allen Becker 


miami beach fl 33140 


becker.allen@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Jakarla Jones 
orlando florida 32835 


j.alexis.jones95@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Suyeny Diaz 
miami fl 33125 


sdiaz073@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Gessica St Louis 
33161 


gstlooo2@mymdc.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Andrea Holland  


miami fl 33185 


andrea.holland001@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Shan Uddin 


Miami FL 33143 
shanuddin@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 


 
Sincerely, 


Trudianne Dixon 


miami dade fl 33173 


tdico017@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


MAKELLY SCOTT 


Miramar 33023 


sloper2b@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Mirtha Blondet 


hialeah fl 33014 


mirtha.96@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Daniel Monnerat 


miami fl 33174 


daniel_mh@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Eric Gonzalez 


miami fl 33143 
egonz417@fiu.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Elizabeth Casado 


wellington fl 33414 


elizarod101@icloud.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Gregory Lamour 


miami shores fl 33168 


lamourg2010@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Jose Ramos 


pembroke pines fl 33028 
jramo133@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Serenity Jones 


33162 


serenityjones@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Trevor Blair 


miramar fl 33027 


trevor.n.blair@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Janis St Fort 


33142 
jstfo004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Stphen Gibson  


miramar fl 33027 


gibsonsf@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Dequilla Store  


florida city florida 33034 


store.dequilla@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Stephame Charite 


miami fl 33138 


stephanecharite@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Amery Anyiah 


33130 


acanyiah@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Kenny Mars 


miami fl 33142 


kennymars87@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Lovely Rahman 


miami fl 


lovelyrhmn@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Ajaypal Bal 


33174 


ajaybal0183@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Kyle Dempsey 


Miami FL 33174 


kyledempsey96@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Daniel Gonzalez 


miami florida 33174 


djg96z@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Christian Brodermann 


Miami FL 33196 


cbrod006@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Alexis Fernandez 


miami florida 33177 


afern449@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Jose Noy 


miami fl 33186 


josemnoy@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Maria Castellanos 


miami fl 33143 


alemarie92@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Melissa Jimenez 


Miami FL 33194 


melissajimenez23@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Vanessa Guzman 


miami 


guzmanvanessag@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Luis Penas 


miami florida 33157 


lpena053@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Andy Lau 


hialeah fl 33012 


yunylau@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Alexis Almond 


Miami fl 33196 


aalmo029@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Sheila Salgado 


miami fl 


sheilasalgado12@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 
 


 


Sincerely, 


Norwing Rivas 


miami.fl 33135 
norwingr_23@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Marissa Ortiz 


miami florida 33174 


morti110@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Alex Bornote 


miami fl 33183 


abornote@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Eduardo Tam 


miami florida 33155 


eduardo_tam@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Mikhail Gonzalez 


Miami fl 33186 
mgonz153@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Joanette Brookes 


33025 


jbrookes@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Randy Tessier  


miami fl 33174  


rtess001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Andrea Perez 


homestead fl 33187 


bubbles78677@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Nicholas Espinosa 


miami florida 33176 


nespi020@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Mikhaila Berkman 


miami fl 33172 


mberk005@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Gabriel Benavente 


miami florida 33193 
gbena002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Emeka Ugokwe 


Miami Fl 33169 


eugok002@icloud.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Danielle Collins 


miami fl 33130 


dcoll22@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Abigail Cheeseman 


jacksonville FL 32223 


achee006@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Verlene Julceus 


miami fl 33196 


julceusv@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Nasreen Hidmi 


miami florida 33160 


nhidm001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Hanan Salem 
miami florida 33178 


hanan.s100@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Pedro Delgado 
miami fl 33177 


pedrito30547@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 
 


 


Sincerely, 


Elvis Almanza 


Miami 33170  
ealma017@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Marco Chavez 
miami fl 33186 


mchav072@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Carlos Rueda 


miami fl 33157 


crued012@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Kristina Valdes 


miami fl 33196 


kristina_6991@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Melissa Beltran 


miami florida 33176 


mbelt020@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Sajan Bharadwaj Chanchalam 


miami fl 33174 


schan088@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Arleen Ycasa 


hialeah florida 33012 


arleen078@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Israel Alvarez 


miramar,florida,33029 


ialva049@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Edmundo Barriga 


surfside fl 33154 


ebarr088@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 
 


 


Sincerely, 


Vanessa Mings 


miami fl 33176 
vbmings@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Kiel Riley 


Miami 
Kielhoilett-riley@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


John Coto 


miami florida 33184 


jacthecuban@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Cindy Romani 
miami fl 33193 


croma033@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Raquel Koch 


33033 


rskoch95@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Isamar Camarena 


Plantation FL 33324 


icamarena96@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 


 
Sincerely, 


Tana-Kaye Campbell 


33015 


tcamp004@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Lauren Alexander 


miami fl 


lalex22@mail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Alexandra Rosado 
doral 


arosa091@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Matias Vargas 


hollywood florida 33314 


vargasmatias@live.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Sophia Tchir 


pembroke pines fl 33029 
stchi002@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Shirlyon Mcwhorter 


33018 


gatorhater798@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


 


 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Austin Bryan 


miramar fl 33029 


abrya034@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 


 
Sincerely, 


Harold C. De Jesus 


deltona fl  


hdeje004@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Adrián Díaz Martínez  


miami, florida 33196 


adiaz416@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Samantha Lambert 
33155 


slamb016@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Sujith Narala 


33174 


narala.sujith@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Jay Jimenez 


33165 


pianodude22@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 
I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 
 


 


Sincerely, 


Seth Bramson 


miami fl 33138 
seth.bramson@fecrwy.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Rohanie Mohabir 
riverview fl 33578 


rohanie1991@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 


 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Kateryn Sanchez 
Miami FL 33150 


s.kateryn@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Yailiana Leyva 


Miami Fl 33126 


yaily07@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Sanchez Charles 


port saint lucie florida 34953 


sanchez_charles@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Emely Perez 


miami fl 33165 


epere324@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Charles Judor 


33161 


jchar068@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Marisse Padron 


pembroke pines fl  33332 


preppynelly04@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Brian 


miami florida 33196 


nope@nope.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Yazmin Cuellar 


33157 


yazmin_cuellar@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Tyler Bruefach 


miramar fl 33029 


tbrue001@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Jorge Valdes 


miami fl 33196 


jvald160@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Aziza Mustafa 
33174 


amust017@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Thursday, November 20, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Kevin Rodriguez 


33172 


krodr201@fiu.edu 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Wednesday, November 19, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 
response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 
The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 


 
Sincerely, 


James Mobley 


miami fl 33055 


emobley95@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Marian Alania 


miami Florida 33176 


marian.alania001@mymdc.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Carili Rubiera 


cutler bay florida 33190 


rubiera.carili@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Juliet Cano 


Miami,fl 33193 


juliet.cano001@mymdc.net 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Ivania Sotelo 


miami fl 33183 


princessivy007@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Brandon Munoz  


miami fl 33177 
crooklyn@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 
All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 
 


 


Sincerely, 


Kitiara Rivera 


miami florida 33186 


kitiarasr@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Fernando Lozada 


miami fl 33193 


fernando99269@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Wellington Rodriguez 


miami, florida 33186 


wellsrb@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


John Rios 


Miami Florida 33186 


johnyrivers242@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Belen Medina 


miami FL 33197 


ladyignacia@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Ashley Rosero-Barros 


Miami Florida 33193 
ashkuto@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 


All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 
of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 


double its time. 
All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 


All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 
river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 


habitats. 


 
 


Sincerely, 


Roy Calatayud 


miami florida 3314 


calatayudroy@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 
All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 


All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 
I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 


wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Miguel Boza  


miami fl 33013 


miguelboza@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Massiel Ulloa 


homestead fl 33032 


massielulloa18@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Health and Safety area: 
All Aboard Florida will reduce harmful pollutants from the environment and by providing an alternative mode 


of transportation 


I favor utilizing the All Aboard Florida corridor which will have the highest level of safety required at all grade 


crossings. 


All Aboard Florida’s 52 second grade crossing delay is reasonable, given that the average traffic signal is 
double its time. 


All Aboard Florida will provide the shortest grade crossing closures it possibly can and not impact emergency 


response vehicles. 


 


 


Sincerely, 
Maria Hamia 


miami fl 33189 


garciamaria@live.net 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Social & Economic area: 


All Aboard Florida will benefit the Florida economy by more than $6.5 billion over the next 8 years. 
All Aboard Florida will create more than 10,000 statewide and local jobs during construction and 5,000 


additional jobs per year. 


All Aboard Florida will decrease the closure times by 7 minutes for each moveable bridge closure increasing 


boating efficiency 


I support intercity passenger rail service that provides boaters and train operations with equal time. 


All Aboard Florida will reduce the noise profile and impacts to the surrounding communities by installing 
wayside horns. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Alejandro Uribe 
Miami FL 33186 


alexuribeterra@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Joshua Cassagnol 


miami 


GwEyaster@Gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Diana Guzman 


miami fl  


uotion@yahoo.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Gina Gonzalez 


miami fl 33196 


gg2qt4me@aol.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Livia Garcia 


Miami, Florida, 33183 


lmar71@hotmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


 
Sincerely, 


Karina Mendez 


miami fl 33157 


karinamarley30@gmail.com 







Mr. John Winkle 


Federal Railroad Administration 


West Building, Mail Stop 20 
1200 New Jersey Ave, SE 


Washington, DC 20590 


          Friday, November 21, 2014 


Dear Mr. John Winkle: 


Below are comments that I would like to submit as part of the public comment period of the Draft 


Environmental Impact Statement published on September 26, 2014 in the Federal Register regarding the All 
Aboard Florida intercity passenger rail project being proposed between Miami and Orlando, Florida. 


 


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Transportation area: 


All Aboard Florida will be faster, safer and more reliable and environmentally friendly than existing modes of 
transportation 


All Aboard Florida will help improve high air quality in Florida and meet growing transportation demands 


All Aboard Florida will link the highest visited and most populated locations of Florida by intercity passenger 


rail.  


 


I support All Aboard Florida for the following reasons in the Environmental area: 
All Aboard Florida’s corridor will limit the impact on wetland habitat. 


All Aboard Florida will limit the negative environmental impact to land bordering rivers, also known as a 


river’s floodplain. 


The All Aboard Florida corridor does not impact federal and state listed threatened and endangered species. 


I believe that steps should be taken to use existing rail infrastructure that will make little or no change to fish 
habitats. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


Sandra Domenech 


Homestead FL 33032 
sandradomenech7@gmail.com 
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From: rbonnfire22@att.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: This is a relative small community with many senior residents who reside all year long.
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 11:16:41 AM

This is a community consisting of a large population of senior residents, as well as younger
 families.
Emergency vehicles such as ambulances and fire trucks must cross, the railroad tracks several
 times daily to reach the western part of town where a large majority of the population live.
 
Please reconsider your plans for All Aboard Fl. as it would be a dangerous hazard for Stuart, Fl.
 
Thank You, Mrs. Bonnie Rogers
 
 
Sent from Windows Mail
 

mailto:rbonnfire22@att.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Hamcdaniel1@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Thoughts on All Aboard Florida
Date: Thursday, November 27, 2014 7:39:10 PM

    Thanks for your information regarding All-Aboard Florida.  I do feel that the project has received an
 inordinately high rate of criticism recently.  It is a potential alternative to driving on the highway that has
 the highest rate of fatalities per mile in the U.S.A. 
    I can see an advantage to potential passengers of this system with respect to time savings and
 convenience, even though there are no tracks between Cocoa and Orlando at present.
    My feeling is that this system would not be the brunt of so much criticism if it were to offer service to
 intermediate points, so that all could benefit from it.  We've not had any rail service in these areas for
 decades, and it would be a benefit to everyone.  Amtrak, the Florida East Coast Railway and the State of
 Florida reached an agreement to operating passenger trains on the FEC tracks in March, 2012, but this
 was never reported publicly.  I'm sure that funding is the basis for this lack of action, but Amtrak does
 provide good service to other parts of the country on the same budget.
    I've suggested that AAF arrange to add one additional stop to each train in each direction; for instance,
 the first Southbound train daily would stop in Cocoa, the second in Melbourne, the third in Vero Beach,
 and the fourth in Port St. Lucie (serving Ft. Pierce and Stuart which could present parking and operational
 problems), and repeating the pattern for all trains in either direction each day.  This would add 5 minutes
 to the running time of each train, and save $20 daily parking for your car if you want to fly to California
 from Orlando or sail to St. Thomas from Ft. Lauderdale, or to spend a day in Miami.  This way, there
 would be benefit to the intermediate communities and would defuse the negative publicity.
    I could see that AAF could carry out their plans using another right-of-way, such as the
 Turnpike easement or the old FEC right-of-way from Holopaw to Okeechobee, (if it still exists), then it
 would be a matter of concern to others.  I see no reason to vacate the present FEC right-of-way, and
 hope that it will be used someday to carry passengers as Henry Flagler intended when he built the road.  
 People would still protest if it were used as a hiking trail or anything else.
    We could all benefit from rail passenger service.  Please contact me if I may be of service.
                                                                Sincerely,
                                                                Haynes McDaniel
                                                                Vero Beach, FL
 
                 

mailto:Hamcdaniel1@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Ryan, Stephen
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Town of Jupiter Island, FL Comments on AAF DEIS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:40:04 PM
Attachments: JUPITER ISLAND DEIS Comments.PDF

Mr. Winkle:
 
On behalf of the Town of Jupiter Island, FL, attached please find the Town’s
 comments on the AAF DEIS.  Should you have questions or need additional
 information, do not hesitate to contact me directly.
 
Stephen Ryan
 
 
Stephen M. Ryan 
Partner

McDermott Will & Emery LLP  |  The McDermott Building  |  500 North Capitol Street, N.W.  |
  Washington, DC 20001
Tel +1 202 756 8333  |  Mobile +1 202 251 5343  |  Fax +1 202 756 8087

Biography | Website | vCard | E-mail | Twitter | LinkedIn | Blog

 

*******************************************************************************************************************
This message is a PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL communication. This message and all
 attachments are a private communication sent by a law firm and may be confidential or protected by
 privilege. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying,
 distribution or use of the information contained in or attached to this message is strictly prohibited.
 Please notify the sender of the delivery error by replying to this message, and then delete it from your
 system. Thank you.
*******************************************************************************************************************

Please visit http://www.mwe.com/ for more information about our Firm.
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I.   INTRODUCTION 
 
The Town of Jupiter Island, Florida welcomes this opportunity to submit comments to the 
Federal Railroad Administration (“FRA” or “the Agency”) concerning the FRA’s September 
2014 draft environmental impact statement (“DEIS”) for the proposed All Aboard Florida 
(“AAF”) Orlando to Miami Intercity Passenger Rail Project (“the Project”).  The Town of Jupiter 
Island is situated on a barrier island on the south end of Martin County, Florida, near the 
proposed project and is home to a low-density residential community that seeks to preserve 
natural resources to the maximum extent possible.  
 
The ill-conceived Project threatens unacceptable adverse impacts on the safety and welfare of the 
communities, families and businesses of coastal Florida.  Notably, the Project will create new 
and totally unacceptable safety risks.  The Project will run high-speed passenger trains through 
densely populated coastal communities, and in the same right-of-way there will be a sharp 
increase in the number of freight trains carrying toxic materials.  It will profoundly disrupt the 
region’s recreational and commercial boating activities in navigable waterways.  Yet those two 
topics receive totally inadequate analysis or candor in the DEIS.  The DEIS fails to adequately 
compare the Project with reasonable alternatives – alternatives that do not create such hazardous 
safety, environmental, and economic impacts.  
 
As discussed at length below, the DEIS does not satisfy the FRA’s obligations under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. § 4332 et seq., its implementing 
regulations or applicable Council on Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) guidance materials.  At a 
bare minimum, the FRA must do significantly more work to evaluate the potential impacts of the 
project – direct, indirect and cumulative – and to evaluate appropriate mitigation measures for 
those impacts. 


A. THE FRA SHOULD PREPARE A SUPPLEMENTAL DEIS 
 
NEPA serves two purposes:  (1) ensuring that federal agencies carefully consider information 
about significant environmental impacts; and (2) guaranteeing that relevant information is made 
available to the public.  See, e.g., Northern Plains Resource Council, Inc. v. Surface 
Transportation Board, 668 F.3d 1067, 1072 (9th Cir. 2012).  The existing DEIS for the Project 
fails to fulfil either purpose.  More specifically, the DEIS is defective for at least five reasons: 
 


1. Inaccurate and Inadequate analysis of navigation impacts.  The DEIS 
glosses over and does not contain any of the significant and material detrimental 
impacts the Project will have on marine navigation.  As this set of comments 
demonstrates, the DEIS fails to engage in a meaningful discussion of potential 
navigation-related mitigation measures.  Most notably, the DEIS fails to recognize 
the significant navigation-related problems caused by the Project utilizing the 
existing St. Lucie River, Loxahatchee, and New River bridges, and fails to engage 
with the manner in which those existing problems will be worsened by the 
Project.  These issues are discussed at length in Section [III.A] below and include 
the observations of Mr. Dana A. Goward, a retired Senior Executive Service 
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official and retired Captain in the U.S. Coast Guard who was previously 
responsible for the permitting and regulation of more than 18,000 bridges.   
 
2. Inadequate analysis of climate-related risks.  The DEIS recognizes that 
changing climate conditions pose a threat to the Project’s rail corridor and bridges 
but contains no discussion of (a) how that threat affects the economic assumptions 
underlying the Project; (b) how that threat affects the FRA’s analysis of the 
Project’s safety impacts; and (c) climate resiliency measures that should be 
implemented as part of the Project (should it go forward).  The DEIS fails to 
adequately evaluate the alternative inland route that is not as susceptible to the 
effects of rising sea level and storm surges as the coastal floodplain chosen for the 
Project. 
   
3. Missing information about the Project.  The DEIS environmental 
analysis is premised entirely on claims of how many people will ride the train and 
corresponding claims of environmental benefit related to reductions in automobile 
trips.  However, neither the agency nor AAF has made available any version of 
the corollary cost and business model assumptions that underlie the FRA’s 
assertion that the Project is commercially viable and, therefore, preferable to the 
various alternatives discussed (and dismissed) in the DEIS.  As such, the DEIS 
provides no assurance that the FRA has examined those assumptions and deprives 
the public of the opportunity to assess the commercial viability of the 
Project.  AAF clearly has a range of potential ticket prices – it privately 
distributed this information to prospective bond holders – but its website and the 
DEIS fail to disclose any ticket price information to the public.  Without seeing 
information on ticket prices, the public cannot meaningfully compare the Project 
to alternative forms of transportation. Thus, the DEIS’s assumption that a 
significant portion of the public will choose the Project over driving automobiles 
is arbitrary.  The Agency should issue a supplemental DEIS that provides a range 
of ticket prices and rigorously explores whether those prices are high enough for 
AAF to pay back its investors and low enough to attract enough riders to justify 
the Project’s claimed environmental benefits.  
 
4. Inadequate analysis of safety impacts.  The Project will more than triple 
the number of trains (and dramatically increase the speed of those trains) passing 
through nearly 350 at-grade road crossings traversed by tens-of-thousands of cars 
and numerous pedestrians each day, along a rail corridor where trespassing, in the 
words of one FRA engineer, is “epidemic” and which faces increasing risk of 
damage from rising sea levels and changing climate conditions.  Yet all the DEIS 
says about the safety risks posed by the Project is that “opportunities for conflict” 
between trains and people or vehicles “may” increase and that vague, unspecified 
“improvements” “would minimize potential conflicts and their consequences.”  
DEIS at S-17; see also DEIS at 5-133 to 5-137 (discussing public safety).  Such 
an utterly conclusory analysis in no way satisfies the FRA’s obligation to assess 
the public safety impacts of the Project or to discuss mitigation of those impacts.  
Instead, the FRA must prepare a supplemental DEIS that contains reasonable 
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projections of the nature, extent, and frequency of safety problems that may occur 
as a result of the Project, along with a meaningful discussion of mitigation 
measures for those problems.  The DEIS also ignores memos prepared by the 
FRA’s own staff earlier than the DEIS that directly address these issues.  
 
5. No meaningful alternatives analysis.  The DEIS’s overly narrow purpose 
of the Project – its claimed commercial viability for AAF – resulted in a 
premature dismissal of reasonable alternatives.  “The heart of the environmental 
impact statement” rests in the alternatives analysis.  40 C.F.R. 1502.14.  An EIS is 
supposed to “[d]evote substantial treatment to each alternative considered in detail 
including the proposed action so that reviewers may evaluate their comparative 
merits.” 1502.14(b) (emphasis added).  The alternative routes, specifically the 
inland CSX route, do not pose the same hazardous risks to maritime navigation, 
safety, and the environment.  But as discussed throughout these comments, the 
DEIS does not provide sufficient information on these critical issues and does not 
engage in a meaningful analysis of the alternatives to the Project.   


 
To fulfil its NEPA obligations, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that addresses all 
of the issues outlined above and discussed in greater detail in the body of these comments.  
Equally important, the FRA should use the supplemental DEIS to develop a more comprehensive 
set of mitigation measures for the Project’s impacts and should propose a mitigation monitoring 
plan.  It is not enough for the FRA to say (for example) that safety “recommendations” will be 
made at some unspecified time in the future, as the Agency does on page 5-134 of the DEIS.  
Instead, the FRA should put forth a document for public comment that both predicts what might 
happen as a result of the Project and identifies specific, realistic measures that can be taken to 
mitigate those impacts.  That is what NEPA requires.  


B.   SUBSTANTIAL MITIGATION EFFORTS SHOULD BE IMPLEMENTED IF 
THE PROJECT GOES FORWARD 


 
In the event the FRA decides to publish a final environmental impact statement for the Project 
without first publishing a supplemental DEIS – which it should not do – the FRA must, at a 
minimum, ensure that the final EIS contains a comprehensive list of appropriate mitigation 
measures, along with a plan for monitoring the implementation of those measures.  Among the 
many mitigation measures the Agency needs to consider are the following: 
 


• Replacement of the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges with 
higher, more modern, safer bridges that do not adversely impact 
navigation as the current bridges do, and do not create adverse noise, 
vibration or visual impacts on the surrounding communities.  
 


• Implementation of a full suite of rail-related safety measures including, 
but not limited to, the creation of a sealed corridor at all at-grade crossings 
and the installation of pedestrian gates at those locations where sidewalks 
are present on either side of the rail line.   
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C. THE AGENCY MUST ALSO CONSIDER MANY OTHER ISSUES 
 
The Town of Jupiter Island has focused its comments on the areas where it can provide special 
insights based on the direct adverse impacts that the Project will have on its members.  But the 
Project raises many other concerns that the Agency must also consider and address.  In 
particular, the Town of Jupiter Island adopts, and incorporates by reference, the well-considered 
comments submitted by the Board of County Commissioners of Indian River County, Florida 
(the “Indian River County Comments”) and those submitted by Martin County, Florida (the 
“Martin County Comments”).  The Town of Jupiter Island also urges the Agency to carefully 
review all of the comments submitted as part of the public comment process, as public 
transparency about the Project is one of the Town of Jupiter Island’s primary concerns and 
should also be a priority for the FRA.  
 
II.   BACKGROUND 
 
Protecting the safety, welfare and way of life for the families, businesses and retirees who live in 
and around our communities is our goal.  We also care about transparency and are seeking open 
and honest discussions on the costs, benefits and risks of rail expansion in Florida. 
 
We are opposed to the combined proposed passenger and freight rail expansion because we 
believe, based on facts and a commonsense understanding of the reality of life with trains – and 
waterways, causeways, drawbridges and other infrastructures that define day-to-day life in South 
Florida – that rail expansion in the corridor chosen by AAF will have a significant and negative 
impact on our communities.  When we refer to “our communities” we mean that expansively, as 
more than 10 million people live in and around the areas that will be affected by the proposed 
rail expansion. 


A. TOWN OF JUPITER ISLAND, FLORIDA 
 
Incorporated in 1953, the Town of Jupiter Island is situated on a barrier island on the south end 
of Martin County, Florida.  The Town consists of approximately 1,643 acres of land bound on 
the east by nine miles of ocean frontage and on the west by the Intracoastal Waterway.  The 
Town’s permanent population is 820 and its seasonal population is approximately 2,000. 
 
The climate and environmental resources of Jupiter Island have contributed to the development 
of a low-density residential community that seeks to preserve natural resources to the maximum 
extent possible.  The primary land uses in the Town are single-family residential development 
and conservation/preservation.  The few commercial land uses within the Town exist primarily to 
serve residents.  The remaining vacant land is designated for single-family residential, 
recreational and conservation uses. 
 
Preservation is very important to the Town of Jupiter Island.  In 1968, a portion of land at the 
southern end of the Island was given to The Nature Conservancy as a wildlife preserve.  In 1976, 
500 acres of land at the north end of the Island was given to the U.S. Department of the Interior 
as a preserve. 
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The Town of Jupiter Island is opposed to the AAF proposal and related increase in freight rail 
because it believes the proposals will have a significant, negative impact on its community and 
the surrounding Treasure Coast communities, for a myriad of reasons related to public safety, 
noise, quality of life, maritime navigation and climate-related vulnerabilities. 


B.   AAF AND THE PROJECT 
 
All Aboard Florida – Operations LLC is a subsidiary of New York hedge fund Fortress 
Investment Group.  Although AAF is seeking at least $1.6 billion in financial support from the 
FRA’s Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (“RRIF”) program, it has also 
indicated that intends to fund the Project through $1.75 billion in Private Activity Bonds 
(“PABs”).  AAF released a preliminary bond offering memorandum to potential investors in 
June 2014 but has failed to disclose any economic information that would be useful to potential 
riders.1 
 
The DEIS indicates that AAF has articulated two purposes for the Project.  The first is “to 
provide reliable and convenient intercity passenger rail transportation between Orlando and 
Miami, Florida . . . by maximizing the use of existing transportation corridors.”  DEIS at S-5.  
AAF claims that “[t]his transportation service would offer a safe and efficient alternative to 
automobile travel on congested highway corridors, add transportation capacity within those 
corridors (particularly Interstate 95 [I‐95]) and encourage connectivity with other modes of 
transportation such as light rail, commuter rail and air transportation.”  Id.  The second purpose 
of the Project is to “provide intercity passenger rail service that addresses South Florida’s current 
and future needs to enhance the transportation system by providing a transportation alternative 
for Floridians and tourists . . . .”  Id.   
 
More importantly, the DEIS indicates that AAF’s primary “objective” “is to provide an intercity 
rail service that is sustainable as a private commercial enterprise.”  Id. (emphasis added).  That 
“objective” has two components:  (1) providing “a reliable and efficient intercity rail service 
between Orlando and Miami with an approximate 3‐hour trip time,” and (2) providing intercity 
rail service that is “sustainable as a private commercial enterprise,” with “sustainable” meaning 
that it “can attract sufficient riders to meet revenue projections and operate at an acceptable 
profit level.”  Id.   
 
As discussed more fully in Section III below (“The DEIS Does Not Satisfy NEPA”), the DEIS 
fails to carefully examine whether the Project can in fact meet either of AAF’s objectives and 
often reads as if AAF’s convenience, building schedule and profit potential are more important 
than any other pertinent considerations, such as safety and navigation of the waterways.   
 


                                                 
1 AAF has sued various state agencies and a Florida citizen to prevent the public disclosure of its ridership study and 
ticket price information. See Arnie Rosenberg, All Aboard Florida files suit to block agencies from releasing 
'sensitive' documents’, TCPalm (Jun. 16, 2014), http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-
aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies.  This information is critical for the public to evaluate the Project.  
Because of AAF’s lawsuit this information is not included in these comments, but we firmly believe that the Agency 
should make it part of the record for the public to view. 



http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies

http://www.tcpalm.com/franchise/shaping-our-future/our-roads/all-aboard-florida-files-suit-blocking-agencies
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C. THE FRA’S OBLIGATIONS UNDER NEPA 
 
NEPA and its implementing regulations require federal agencies to take a “hard look” at the 
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of those federal actions that have a significant impact on 
the human environment.  See 40 C.F.R. §§ 1508.7, 1508.8 & 1508.25(c); N. Plains Res. Council, 
Inc. v. Surface Transp. Bd., 668 F.3d 1067, 1075 (9th Cir. 2012).  A “hard look” means, among 
other things, that the agency must discuss adverse impacts without improperly minimizing 
them.  See Native Village of Point Hope v. Jewell, 740 F.3d 489, 494 (9th Cir. 2014).  In 
addition, while agencies need not “foresee the unforeseeable,” they are required to engage in 
“reasonable forecasting and speculation.”  Delaware Riverkeeper Network et al. v. FERC, 753 
F.3d 1304, 1310 (D.C. Cir. 2014) (citations omitted).  Agencies must also “either obtain 
information that is ‘essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives’ or explain why that 
information is too costly or difficult to obtain.”  Native Village, 740 F.3d at 493 (quoting 40 
C.F.R. § 1502.22).  The agency must also carefully examine the environmental impacts of 
reasonable alternatives, including a no-action alternative.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14.  The agency 
must also provide a full and fair discussion not only of anticipated significant environmental 
impacts, but also of measures that would avoid or minimize those impacts.  See 40 C.F.R. § 
1502(c).  Finally, a central purpose of NEPA is to ensure that the public is fully informed about 
the impacts that a proposed action will have.  See 40 C.F.R. §1502.1.  Thus, where a draft 
environmental impact statement fails to provide sufficient information to allow for a meaningful 
analysis of those impacts, the agency must prepare and circulate a revised draft discussion of the 
relevant issues.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(a). 
 
III. THE DEIS DOES NOT SATISFY NEPA 
 
A. THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE  
 ANALYSIS OF NAVIGATION IMPACTS  
 
The DEIS either ignores or glosses over the detrimental impacts the Project will have on marine 
navigation.  As a result, the DEIS also fails to provide a meaningful discussion of the potential 
mitigation measures for those adverse impacts.   
 
Below, The Town of Jupiter Island focuses on three navigation-related concerns that the FRA 
appears to have overlooked entirely and which should be addressed in a supplemental DEIS.  
Those concerns are:   
 


(1) The poor existing state of the St. Lucie and Loxahatchee bridges 
and the ways in which the Project will compound the existing 
navigation problems created by those bridges; 


 
(2) Profound flaws in the methodology the FRA has used to examine 


the Project’s navigation impacts at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and 
New River bridges; and  
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(3) The multiple adverse environmental impacts that will stem from 
the boating delays and queues that the DEIS (even with its flawed 
methodology) recognizes the Project will cause. 


 
Importantly, we have included in our discussion of the first topic the observations of former U.S. 
Coast Guard Captain Dana A. Goward.  Captain Goward is a former Senior Executive Service 
official in the U.S. Coast Guard who was responsible for the permitting and regulation of over 
18,000 bridges.  As Captain Goward’s observations make clear, the FRA should not approve the 
Project as it is currently conceived but should instead either reject the Project or, at a bare 
minimum, require significant revisions to AAF’s handling of the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and 
New River bridges.  Captain Goward also provided input with respect to the comments below on 
the second and third topics. 
 
1.   The DEIS Fails to Address the Significant Flaws in  


the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River Bridges 
 
A central – and highly troubling – feature of the Project is that it will retain the existing St. Lucie 
and Loxahatchee bridges, despite the fact that both bridges are nearly 80 years old and already 
significantly impede navigation.  See DEIS at S-9 to S-10 (explaining that there will be no 
changes to the structure or dimensions of either bridge); id. at 5-24 (noting that even without the 
Project 25% of the boats arriving at the Loxahatchee bridge experience delays).  Indeed, the 
Project will actually cause additional delays at each bridge.  DEIS at 5-21 & 5-24 (predicting 
that the Project will cause delays for 42% of the boat traffic at each bridge, significantly more 
than under the no-action alternative).   
 
It is highly unlikely that neither the St. Lucie bridge nor the Loxahatchee bridge would be 
permitted today.  Both bridges are more than 75 years old and local navigation needs have 
increased dramatically during that time.  The existing bridges already negatively and 
unreasonably impact waterway traffic and those negative impacts will only be compounded by 
the Project, which will result in many additional bridge closings each day.  Moreover, both 
bridges are also in advanced state of decay, which raises significant concerns about the safety of 
rushing more than 30 new high speed passenger trains over them each day.  And those safety 
risks are compounded by changing climate conditions.  As the FRA recognizes, changing climate 
conditions may lead to more frequent bridge closings.  See DEIS at 5-75.  The FRA needs to 
incorporate that important insight into its analysis of whether it is appropriate for the Project to 
retain the rusty and corroded St. Lucie and Loxahatchee bridges.  Similar concerns exist for the 
New River Bridge. 
 
Included below are Captain Goward’s observations about each bridge.  His comments make clear 
that:  (a) the three bridges should be replaced in their entirety with new bridges that are not 
unreasonably obstructive of navigation, and (b) in the interim, strict, highly predictable 
scheduling of bridge openings and closings should be implemented. 
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Comments of Captain Goward 
 
a) St. Lucie (Stuart) Bridge Operations 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
Summary: 
 
Changes in rail traffic and maritime activity since 1938 have caused the Florida East Coast 
Railroad bridge at Stuart over the St. Lucie River to become an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation.  
 
The St. Lucie Bridge (or the “Stuart Bridge”) must either be completely removed or replaced 
with one that is not unreasonably obstructive. 
 
In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 NOAA


Google Earth 


Bridge 


Ocean 
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Background:  
 
Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 
 
The waterway connects the communities of Palm City, Port St. Lucie, parts of Stuart, and the 
Okeechobee Waterway to the Atlantic and the north-south portion of the intra-coastal waterway. 
The Okeechobee Waterway connects the east and west coasts of Florida, is maintained at a depth 
of 8 feet and is suitable for both commercial tug-barge and recreational traffic. The 165 mile 
waterway from Stuart on the east coast to Ft. Myers on the west coast saves approximately 360 
miles compared to rounding the Florida peninsula. The Army Corps of Engineers reports that 
approximately 10,000 vessels and 26,000 tons of cargo transit the waterways’ nearby St. Lucie 
lock each year. 
 


 
 
The navigable waterway passes through a 50’ wide opening between the protected abutments of 
the FEC the railroad bridge. This is the narrowest point that mariners must navigate on the 154 
mile Okeechobee Waterway where the canal varies from 80 to 100 feet wide (some of the locks 
are 50’ wide, but they are not in open water, subject to cross currents and do not pose navigation 
safety issues).   
 
When the bridge is closed it comes within 7’ of the surface of the water, effectively closing the 
waterway - vessels that require less than 7’ vertical clearance usually have very shallow drafts 
and do not need to use the channel portion of the waterway as they can safely pass under the 
bridges at numerous points.  When the railroad bridge is open, waterway vertical clearance in the 
area is 65’ under the adjacent Route 1 Highway Bridge, and 14’ under the adjacent draw bridge 
on N. Dixie Highway. This drawbridge is manned by a bridge tender and will open upon 
demand.  
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As with any choke point between large bodies of tidal waters, currents are strong 


except for brief windows during slack tide. 
 
Transiting through these three bridges is challenging for many vessels because of the 
configuration of the waterway. Vessels must pass through three narrow bridge openings, which 
are not perfectly aligned, within less than a quarter mile. As with any choke point between large 
bodies of tidal waters, currents are strong except for brief windows during slack tide. Captains of 
tug and barge operations report that they must time their transits carefully so as to arrive when 
the tide is changing and the current is at its weakest. And while smaller vessels are able to pass 
each other safely, transits of the quarter-mile gauntlet by vessels of any size limit the waterway 
to one way traffic.  
 
Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 
 
When the rail bridge was built, circa 1938, use of the waterway was much lower and trains were 
very infrequent. In the last 76 years: 


• The population in St. Lucie and Martin counties has grown from a 
few thousand to over 350,000 full time residents. The winter 
population in many areas increases by 20%. 


• The regional economy and lifestyle has shifted from mostly 
agriculture (pineapple farming) to waterway-oriented residential, 
and water-oriented commercial 


• The Atlantic intra-coastal waterway was built and intersected with 
the St. Lucie River  


• The Okeechobee Waterway was built connecting Ft. Myers, Palm 
City, Stuart, St. Lucie, the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and the 
Atlantic Ocean. 


• Waterway use between the St. Lucie River west of the FEC rail 
bridge and points east has greatly increased. During one 53 day 
period almost 13,000 transits were observed.  This equates to over 
88,000 per year. 


• The number of railroad bridge closures per day has greatly 
increased, and the closure times have gotten longer.  
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Communities Built Around 
Waterway Use 


M
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Waterway users from both sides of the bridge transit to use the waterways. Most of the 15 major 
marina and dockage space in the area is west (upstream) of the bridge. These vessels, and those 
transiting from the Okeechobee Waterway, must pass through the FEC rail bridge to access the 
Atlantic Ocean and/or the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and contribute to the estimated 88,000 
transits per year.  
 
The Gulf Stream is often within 8 to 14 miles off the coast making offshore fishing particularly 
attractive.  
 
According to the FECR, the bridge closes the waterway approximately 14 times each day and the 
closures last approximately 20 minutes. Local residents, though, report more extended closures 
and indicate that closures of an hour are not uncommon when the bridge does not open in 
between trains. None of the closures are scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few 
minutes in advance. Users also have no way of knowing how long the closure will last.  
 
Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge from fully using the waterways, 
especially since the closures are at random and of unpredictable length. 
 
The Bridge Currently Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  
 
1. It interferes with the primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines the 
foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 


 
Huge-water oriented 
communities in Stuart, 
Palm City, St. Lucie and 
the surrounding areas, 
marine services, marine 
retail, and all the 
supporting business and 
economic activity would 
not exist, but for the 
presence and usability of 
the waterways. 
The importance of this 
type of economic 
activity is essential to 
the entire state of Florida 
and is well documented.  
The Florida Oceans and 
Coastal Council reported 
that the states coastal 
counties contribute 
about 79 percent of the 
state’s economic 
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productivity.2  
 
Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has testified 
that “[a]nything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a huge impact 
on Florida's ocean economy [.] These sectors of economic activity represent 88 percent of 
Florida's ocean economy . . . .”3  
 
Over 450 vessels per day transit through the bridge on peak days. These can be a varied 
combination of large and small recreational vessels and larger tugs with barges.  This mixture 
increases wait times as larger vessels must pass through more slowly and do not safely allow for 
traffic in the opposite direction. Many vessels must loiter for some period waiting for the bridge 
to open, burning fuel, increasing air emissions, and wasting time. Loitering also increases the 
risk of vessels colliding with each other, running aground or being set upon the bridge by strong 
currents.  
 
Rail bridge closures deter waterway use. While it is impossible to measure events that do not 
occur, it is, nevertheless, obvious that waterway use would be higher if the bridge never closed, 
and the surrounding community’s economies would be that much stronger.4 
 
2. The bridge’s age and condition risks structural and mechanical failures that obstruct the 
waterway. 


     


                                                 
2  Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., at 6 (June 2008), 
available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf.  
3 Oceans and Coast Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service, (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp. 
4 While the local area is prosperous and growing, regional economic information is unfortunately not readily 
available. This information is crucial to public policy decisions, however, and such data and analyses must be 
incorporated into any decisions.  For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by 
half a percent, that would be a cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it 
degraded the value of $50B in property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 



http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf

http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp

http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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While information on past bridge malfunctions was not immediately available for this paper, a 
casual inspection of the bridge shows that it has suffered from lack of attention and maintenance.  
 
As the 76 year-old bridge structure, materials and mechanisms continue to age and degrade, 
mechanical and material failures are certain.  
 
3. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 
 
Waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. 
 
Railroad tracks farther to the west are available, and in use, for both freight and passenger 
service.  
 
An elevated rail bridge is feasible.  Bridges with grades of up to 4% support freight operations in 
other locations.  
 
Alternatives to using a 76 year-old, poorly maintained bridge that unreasonably obstructs the 
waterway are more expensive for the FECR.  By not using these alternatives, though, FECR is 
imposing much greater costs on the citizens of the surrounding area. 
 
4. Competent government agencies have determined that the bridge height does not 
provide for the reasonable needs of navigation.  
 
If FECR were to seek a permit to build a new version of this bridge today, it would most 
certainly be denied. 
 
US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences for 
fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts to all 
transportation modes at these important intersections of systems. 
 
When the State of Florida constructed the Route 1 bridge over the St. Lucie River and adjacent to 
the FEC rail bridge it made a deliberate decision that a fixed bridge at 65’ over the waterway 
would meet the needs of both navigation and highway traffic. Highway traffic is more 
continuous than rail traffic, so the parallel is not exact. However, as rail traffic has increased, 
both in the number of trains and their length, the parallel between the two has become much 
closer. For example, local officials and waterway users report that the rail bridge often does not 
open between individual trains to allow navigation, even if it means another 20 minutes the 
waterway will be closed. 
 
The FEC RR bridge is approximately 7’ above the water when closed. The USCG Bridge 
Clearance Guide calls for bridges in this area to be 21’ above the water when closed.  
Guidance for bascule bridges on the Okeechobee waterway between St. Lucie locks and the 
Atlantic inter-coastal waterway – see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 



http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR Chapter 
1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”). 
 
The Bridge Currently, Before the Project, Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of 
Navigation.  The Coast Guard must designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation under the Truman-Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 
 
Mitigation Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 
 
Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its negative impact on the waterway must be minimized. 
This requires that: 
 
1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 31 minutes each hour, 
 
2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  
 
3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   
 
4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 
 
Openings  
 
The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 
 
The waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  
 
Safe vessel transits are often limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and the 
need for a slow to modest speed (no more than 10 to 15 knots).  The length of the openings must 
allow passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. With 88,000 transits per year and up 
to 450 per day, including large commercial vessels, waiting lines can be long. Less than 15 
minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both sides of the bridge to organize, 
accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge. Note that it is too narrow for safe two way 
traffic for many vessels.  
 
Waiting for the bridge to open degrades the boating experience significantly, and can drive 
potential waterway users to just stay home.  According to one source: 
 


“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”5 


 
                                                 
5  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 



http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less reasonable. 
This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so that users can 
structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 
 
As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn and 
typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set upon the 
bridge by strong currents. 
 
Predictability and Clarity 
 
Safe and enjoyable waterway use requires time and preparation.  Numerous items of equipment, 
some of which are time consuming to prepare and requires special transport, are often involved.  
It is also often a group activity, so schedules of multiple people must be coordinated, sometimes 
weeks in advance. 
 
Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users have 
a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open.  This certainty will manage 
expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 
 
It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  
 
We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal Register as 
part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred would be that the rulemaking require that the schedule be 
published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain unchanged for at least 90 
days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the project.  
 
b) Loxahatchee Bridge Operations 
 
Summary: 
 
Changes in rail traffic and maritime activity since 1935 have caused the Florida East Coast 
Railroad bridge over the Loxahatchee River to become an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation.  
 
The bridge must either be completely removed or replaced with one that is not unreasonably 
obstructive. 
 
In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 
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Background:  
 
Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 
 
The navigable waterway passes through a narrow, 40’ space between the protected abutments of 
the FEC railroad bridge. When the railroad bridge is open, waterway vertical clearance is 25’ 
which is controlled by the adjacent Route 811 fixed highway bridge. The 3,000 mile intra-coastal 
waterway that traverses the Atlantic and Gulf coasts is immediately to the east of the two 
bridges.  A third of a mile downstream the Route 1/A1A fixed highway bridge has 26’ vertical 
clearance.  


 
When the railroad bridge is in use the waterway into and out of the Loxahatchee River system is 
closed as the bridge comes within 4’ of surface of the water.  
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Boats waiting for the bridge to open must often contend with strong tidal currents estimated at 7 
to 8 knots. This is caused by the tide surging through a narrow river neck into and out of the very 
large basin and recreation area comprised of the three forks of the Loxahatchee River and the 
extensive, wide confluence area just west of the bridge. Boats waiting for the bridge to open can 
have difficulty avoiding being set onto the bridge, the shore, and each other.  
 
The narrow passage and strong current beneath the bridge make it impossible, or at best unsafe, 
for even small vessels to pass each other. So traffic is almost always limited to one way at a time.  
 


 
 
Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 
 
When the rail bridge was built, circa 1935, use of the waterway was much lower and trains were 
very infrequent.  In the last 79 years: 
 


• The local population has grown by approximately 10,000% 
• The regional economy and lifestyle has shifted from working 


agriculture to waterway-oriented residential, and water-oriented 
commercial 


• The intra-coastal waterway was built and intersected with the 
Loxahatchee 


• Waterway use between the Loxahatchee River system and other 
waterway areas has greatly increased. For 193 days during the first 
half of this year, the Jupiter Inlet District observed over 48,000 
vessel transits through the rail bridge. This equates to over 90,000 
a year. 


• The number of railroad bridge closures per day has greatly 
increased, and the closure times have gotten longer.  


 
While there are more than 1,200 boat slips upstream, waterway users from both sides of the 
bridge transit to use the waterway on the other side. Boaters from the east side of the bridge 
transit west to the broader and more sheltered areas of the river to water ski, jet ski, picnic on a 
wide and long sand bar at low-tide, and visit Jonathan Dickinson State Park. Boaters from the 
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west side transit east to use the intra-coastal waterway, visit marinas, patronize restaurants, and 
enter the Atlantic.  
 
The Gulf Stream comes closer to shore in this area than anywhere else in the United States 
(between 1 and 2 miles) making offshore fishing particularly attractive. Average year-round 
water temperature is 78 degrees adding to the attractiveness of in-water and water-borne 
recreation. 
 
According to the FECR, the bridge closes the waterway 
approximately 14 times each day for approximately 20 
minutes. Residents report that the closures can be much 
longer, though, lasting up to an hour when the bridge does not 
open between trains.  Data collected by the Jupiter Inlet 
District, though, shows that the number of times per day the 
waterway is open for navigation during daylight hours varies 
greatly between zero and 16. None of the closures are 
scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few minutes in 
advance. Users also have no way of knowing how long the 
closure will last.  
 
Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge 
from fully using the waterways, especially since the closures 
are at random and of unpredictable length. 
 
The Bridge Currently, Before the Project, Does Not Meet 
the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  
 
1. It interferes with primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines the 
foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 
 
Huge-water oriented communities in Jupiter, Tequesta, southern Martin County and northern 
Palm Beach County, marine services, marine retail, and all the supporting business and economic 
activity would not exist, but for the presence and usability of the waterways.  
 
The importance of this type of economic activity is essential to the entire state of Florida and is 
well documented.  The Florida Oceans and Coastal Council reported that the states coastal 
counties contribute about 79 percent of the state's economic productivity.6  
 
Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has testified 
that "Anything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a huge impact 


                                                 
6 See Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II. at 6 (June 
2008), available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf  


Communities 
Located So As To 
Use Waterways 


Mapquest 



http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf





 


19 
 


on Florida's ocean economy[.]  These sectors of economic activity represent 88 percent of 
Florida's ocean economy . . . .”7 
 
Over 500 vessels per day transit through the bridge on peak days. Many, if not most, must loiter 
and wait for the bridge to open, burning fuel, increasing air emissions, and wasting time. 
Loitering also increases the risk of vessels colliding with each other, running aground or being 
set upon the bridge by strong currents.  
 
Rail bridge closures deter waterway use. While it is impossible to measure events that do not 
occur, it is, nevertheless, obvious that waterway use would be higher if the bridge never closed, 
and the surrounding community’s economies would be that much stronger.8  
 
2. The bridge’s age and condition has caused failures that obstructed the waterway. The 
risk of additional and more frequent obstructions is increasing. 
 


 
 
Upon one occasion a large piece of metal fell from the bridge and obstructed the waterway. 
Because it was not visible from the surface, several boats struck the metal and reported minor 
damage. Requests to the railroad for it to be removed went unheeded. The large metal object was 
eventually cleared from the waterway by the Jupiter Inlet District. 
 
Mechanical failures of the bridge mechanism have obstructed the waterway while it was being 
repaired.  
 
Extended waterway closures have resulted from a faulty locking system or signal system. With 
the bridge in the down position, trains have repeatedly stopped short of the crossing  
                                                 
7 See Oceans and Coast Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service, (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp.  
8 While the local area is prosperous and growing, regional economic information is unfortunately not readily 
available. This information is crucial to public policy decisions, however, and such data and analyses must be 
incorporated into any decisions.  For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by 
half a percent, that would be a cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it 
degraded the value of $50B in property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 


Corrosion, lack of care 



http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp

http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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for the engineer to dismount, walk up to the bridge to ensure it is locked down and safe to cross. 
For south-bound trains this also blocks all three streets exiting the City of Tequesta and has 
resulted in complaints to FECR by the mayor.  
 
Very little to no preventive maintenance or care is evident to anyone walking out onto the bridge 
(the bridge is entirely accessible to casual pedestrians and even lacks land-side warning or “no 
trespassing” signs.) 
  
As the 79 year-old bridge structure, materials and mechanisms continue to age and degrade, an 
increase in mechanical and material failures is certain. 
 
3. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 
 
Waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. 
 
Railroad tracks farther to the west are available, and in use, for both freight and passenger 
service.  
 
An elevated rail bridge is feasible. Bridges with grades of up to 4% support freight operations 
exist in other locations.  
 
US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences for 
fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts to all 
transportation modes at these important intersections of systems. 
 
When the State of Florida constructed the route 811/A1A bridge over the Loxahatchee and 
adjacent to the FEC rail bridge it made a deliberate decision that a fixed bridge at 25’ over the 
waterway would meet the needs of both navigation and highway traffic. Highway traffic is more 
continuous than rail traffic, so the parallel is not exact. However, as rail traffic has increased, 
both in the number of trains and their length, the parallel between the two has become much 
closer. For example, local officials and waterway users report that when individual trains are 
separated by 20 minutes or less, the rail bridge will not open to allow navigation between train 
crossings.  
 
The FEC RR bridge is approximately 4’ above the water when closed. The USCG Bridge 
Clearance Guide calls for bridges on the adjacent intra-coastal waterway to be 21’ above the 
water when closed.  Guidance for bascule bridges on the Atlantic intra-coastal waterway 
between Jacksonville and Miami– see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 
ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR Chapter 
1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”).  
 
Alternatives to using a 79 year-old, poorly maintained bridge that unreasonably obstructs the 
waterway are more expensive for the FECR. However, by not using these alternatives, FECR is 
imposing much greater costs on the citizens of Tequesta, Jupiter and the surrounding area.  
 



http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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If FECR were to seek a permit to build a new version of this bridge today, it would almost 
certainly be denied. 
 
The Bridge Does Not Currently Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Before the 
Project.  The Coast Guard must designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to 
navigation under the Truman-Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 
 
Mitigation of Negative Impact Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 
 
Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its impact on the waterway must be minimized. This 
requires that: 
 
1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 31 minutes each hour, 
 
2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  
 
3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   
 
4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 
 
Openings  
 
The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 
 
The waterway must be open at least 31 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per opening.  
 
Safe vessel transits are limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and the need for 
a slow to modest speed (no more than 10 to 15 knots).  The length of the openings must allow 
passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. The Jupiter Inlet District has observed an 
average of 288 vessel bridge transits each day, and even more vessels would do so, but for the 
obstruction of the bridge.  With over 500 transits per day on peak days, waiting lines can be long. 
Less than 15 minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both sides of the bridge to 
organize, accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge (it is too narrow for safe two way 
traffic).  
 
Waiting for the bridge to open degrades the boating experience significantly, and can drive 
potential waterway users to just stay home.  According to one authority: 
 


“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”9 


                                                 
9  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 



http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less reasonable. 
This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so that users can 
structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 
 
As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn and 
typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set upon the 
bridge by strong currents. 
 
Predictability and Clarity 
 
Safe and enjoyable waterway use requires time and preparation. Numerous items of equipment, 
some of which are time consuming to prepare and requires special transport, are often involved. 
It is also often a group activity, so schedules of multiple people must be coordinated, sometimes 
weeks in advance. 
 
Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users have 
a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open. This certainty will manage 
expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 
 
It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  
 
We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal Register as 
part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred  would be that the rulemaking require that the schedule be 
published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain unchanged for at least 90 
days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the project.  
 
c) New River Bridge Operations 
 
Summary: 


Changes in rail traffic, maritime 
activity, and the community since 
the bridge was first permitted in 
1974 have caused the Florida East 
Coast Railroad bridge at Ft. 
Lauderdale over the New River to 
become an unreasonable 
obstruction to navigation.  


The bridge must either be 
completely removed or replaced 
with one that is not unreasonably 
obstructive. 


Vessels waiting in narrow waterway for railroad 
bridge to open. 
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In the interim, strict, highly predictable, long term scheduling of bridge openings and closings 
must be instituted to mitigate obstruction of the waterway. 


Background:  


Waterway Description & Navigation Considerations 


The New River is a naturally occurring and (by Florida standards) relatively deep waterway that 
originates in the Everglades and has been used for commercial transportation for over 100 years. 
In the area of greatest interest to this report, it is approximately 9 feet deep making it navigable 
by sizeable vessels for 8 miles from where it enters the Atlantic Ocean in the east to the last 
dockage for major vessels on the western reaches of its South Fork. The river provides excellent 
hurricane protection and connects the interior of Broward County, the Central Business District 
of Ft. Lauderdale, the north-south Atlantic intra-coastal waterway, and the Atlantic Ocean. It is 
used extensively for a wide range of marine activity including commercial industrial traffic 
associated with major yacht maintenance and storage, other commercial traffic such as water 
taxis and sightseeing vessels, marine construction vessels and barges, law enforcement/military 
vessels, and a high volume of recreational traffic. The waterway has been designated a “Broward 
Urban River Trail,” which encourages its use by small motorized and non-motorized vessels.10  
 
The waterway is fairly narrow, though vessels over 200 feet long have safely transited the eight 
miles to the industrial centers in the west. 


Many larger vessels transit with two smaller vessels, one each tethered to their bow and stern, to 
help ensure against a loss in steerage or propulsion, and to help the captain avoid other vessels 
and fixed obstacles.  


 
The south fork of the New River west of the FEC RR Bridge is home to one of the largest 
concentrations of commercial marine operations I have ever seen (location of just some of the 
facilities are depicted on the above illustration).  It includes the 50 acre Lauderdale Marine 
Center which bills itself as the largest yacht repair facility in the United States.   


                                                 
10 See Broward Urban River Trails, available at http://www.burt.org/Frame.htm.  


FEC Rail 
Bridge 


Marine Industries 



http://www.burt.org/Frame.htm
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A 214 foot vessel is reported to be the largest serviced to date in the facilities on the South Fork 
of the New River. Available services range from hauling 330 ton vessels out of the water for 
bottom maintenance, to engine replacements and cosmetic services (painting and finishing). In a 
2006 report, the Marine Industries Association of South Florida (MIASF) found over 1,500 
mega-yachts (80’+) in the region served by this commercial hub. It also found that when these 
vessels used a boatyard, the average (2006) invoice was for $169,000.   


A recent report by MIASF documents that, in Broward County (Ft. Lauderdale) alone, the 
marine industry is responsible for $8.8B/year in economic impact, and over 100,000 jobs. A 
great part of Ft. Lauderdale’s success at being “The Yachting Capital of the World” is 
undoubtedly its huge capacity for industrial and maintenance support of all kinds of recreational 
vessels, especially larger ones. 


While the economic impact of marine activities on the New River is substantial, the potential for 
greater success, job creation, and economic development is continually threatened and/or 
stymied by the FECR bridge’s frequent, unpredictable closures, and its poor reliability.  


The western reaches of the New River also serve as a hurricane evacuation location for many 
large vessels. This provides value to the region, in and of itself, as most marine insurance 
companies require owners to have an evacuation plan and location as a condition of coverage.  
Thus, vessels from the entire US Eastern seaboard and around the Caribbean that may not have 
another reason to visit and transit the river benefit from its accessibility. 


The FECR bridge (bridge 341.26) is downstream from the: 


• Enormous and highly productive marine commercial and industrial hub on the South 
Fork of the New Rivers 


• Numerous water-oriented communities 
• Broward Center for the  Performing Arts 
• Museum of Discovery and Science & 


Imax Theatre 
• Esplanade Park 
• Historic Himmarshee Village & the Old 


Ft. Lauderdale Museum of History 
• New River Inn 
• Cooley’s Landing (with live aboard 


dockage) 
• South Fork - Secret Woods Nature 


Center 
• Approximately 5,000 docks.   


 
When closed, the FECR bridge rests 4’ above the water and closes the river to navigation. The 
adjacent Andrews Avenue bridge is 21’ above the water when closed.  This allows the majority 
of the river traffic to transit beneath without the bridge needing to open.  Note that the USCG 
guide height for bascule bridges in this area is 21’ in the closed position.   


4’ Height Closes River 
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One of Three Large Storm Water Outfalls Near Bridge 
That Cause Cross Currents 


Through credible and peer-reviewed modeling work, area planners and scientists region predict 
that sea levels along the SE Florida coast will rise 9 to 24 inches in the next 50 years (from 2010 
to 2060).11  This will likely result in the surface of the water coming into contact with the main 
bridge structure during storm surges from major weather events and during high water and storm 
water outflow events after tropical rain falls. 


The 60’ horizontal clearance through the bridge is the narrowest point on the New River, which 
is 100’ or wider along its navigable length.  All but the smallest vessels must confine themselves 
to one way, one at a time traffic when transiting through the bridge. 


The river at the FECR bridge is subject to tidal currents, a river current that varies depending 
upon the amount of recent rainfall, and cross currents from storm water outflows on the north 
bank immediately downstream from the bridge.  Tidal current on the river has been measured in 
excess of 4 knots, according to NOAA 
data.12  Since the New River is 
connected to a major regional drainage 
canal under the jurisdiction of the US 
Army Corps of Engineers (and local 
sponsor South Florida Water 
Management District), high storm water 
discharge conditions - which in sub-
tropic South Florida happen frequently -
can cause the current to be much faster. 
Extreme storm events (such as 
hurricanes and major thunderstorm 
systems) can deliver enough water such 
that the level of the river at low tide 
approaches that of a normal high tide, 
and can effectively eliminate low tides 
for extended periods.  The short term 
impact on the river’s current, especially 
when added to an outgoing tidal flow, can be dramatic and turbulent.  This makes navigation, 
and waiting for bridges to open, all that much trickier.  
 
In addition to the current and narrow channel restricting vessels’ ability to maneuver, mariners 
report (and this author witnessed) significant cross currents from periodic and unpredictable 
                                                 
11 See Southeast Florida Regional Climate Change Compact, A Unified Sea Level Rise Projection for Southeast 
Florida, at iii (April 2011), available at http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org//wp-
content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf (last accessed Dec. 2, 2014). 
12 NOAA, Tides and Currents, available at  
http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=F
ort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-
0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&
footnote= (last accessed Dec. 2, 2014). 



http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf

http://www.southeastfloridaclimatecompact.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/sea-level-rise.pdf

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=

http://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/get_predc.shtml?year=2014&stn=5484+Miami%20Harbor%20Entrance&secstn=Fort+Lauderdale,+New+River&sbfh=-0&sbfm=14&fldh=-0&fldm=01&sbeh=%2B0&sbem=28&ebbh=%2B0&ebbm=52&fldr=1.4&ebbr=0.8&fldavgd=005&ebbavgd=130&footnote=
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storm water outfalls in very close proximity to the east side of the FEC rail bridge. These further 
complicate the ability to safely navigate, hold course, or hold position while waiting for the 
bridge to open. 
 
Vessels speeds are limited by “no wake” restrictions along much of its length and several 
manatee zones. 
 
Bridge Operation – Prior to the Project – Is Not In Accordance With Federal Regulations 
 
Operation of the bridge does not conform to provisions in the Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) in several ways. 
 
33 CFR 117.4 provides for an automated drawbridge to be kept open to navigation when not in 
use by a train. Local waterway users and neighbors report that the bridge is often closed for 
extended periods, frequently an hour or more, when no train is present. 
 
22 CFR 117.42 states that, when an automated bridge operation is approved, “…a description of 
the full operation of the remotely operated or automated drawbridge will be added to subpart B 
of this part.”  No such description is included in subpart B.  
 
Since no “description of the full operation” is included in subpart B, the default requirement is in 
33 CFR 117.5 which states that “…drawbridges must open promptly and fully for the passage of 
vessels when a request or signal to open is given in accordance with this subpart.” Since the 
bridge is untended, the visual and sound signals outlined in 33 CFR 117.15 are of no use, and no 
provision has been made for radio telephone communications. This writer was not able to find 
any method for making a request or giving a signal to open this bridge in the CFR, Coast Pilot, 
or any other publication. The bridge owner is in violation of federal regulations for not having 
and publicizing a method for mariners to signal for the bridge to open. 
 
33 CFR 117.55 requires that the owner of each drawbridge post signs upstream and downstream 
of the bridge notifying waterway users of the operating scheme for the bridge.  No such signs are 
present. 
 
Notes: 
 


1. The Federal Railroad Administration reports that the bridge closes 11 times a day for 
rail traffic with an average closure time of about 20 minutes. 


 
2. Local waterway users report that the bridge is often down for much longer periods 
extending to an hour or more. This is attributed, in part, to a desire to not raise the bridge 
between trains, and that some trains stop on the tracks on either side of the bridge which 
signals the automatic system to keep the bridge down. 


 







 


27 
 


Vessel Traffic 
 
No independent measurement of yearly vessel traffic in this section of the river was identified for 
reference during the preparation of this paper. This is an important missing datum that should be 
obtained as soon as possible by an independent government authority.  
 
In spite of the apparent absence of reliable quantitative data, it is clear to even a casual observer 
that the section of the New River near the FECR bridge is an exceptionally busy waterway.  For 
example, even though a majority of vessels are able to pass beneath the adjacent 21’ high 
Andrews Avenue bridge without it opening, this bridge still opens about 1,000 times a month to 
allow larger vessels to pass.  Assuming a 6:1 ratio of smaller vessels to larger ones makes an 
estimate of annual traffic about 84,000 transits per year. 
 
It is still important to note, though, that even an accurate count of current traffic and transits does 
not include the amount of waterway and economic activity that is deterred by this bridge closing 
the waterway as often as it does.  For example, Mr. William Walker, owner of “Water Taxi of Ft. 
Lauderdale” operates a fleet of 14 boats carrying over 440,000 passengers each year.  His water 
taxis serve the area east of the bridge, but not the tourist and cultural area just west of the bridge 
that includes the Broward Center for the Performing Arts, Museum of Discovery and Science, 
Imax Theatre, Esplanade Park, Historic Himmarshee Village, and the Old Ft. Lauderdale 
Museum of History.  These attractions would ordinarily be ideal water taxi stops. Unfortunately, 
frequent, unscheduled, and often extended rail bridge closings prevent such service as they 
would too often cause great delays and anger water taxi customers. 


Changes in Rail Traffic and Waterway Use 


The FEC Railroad has operated a bascule rail bridge over the New River in Ft. Lauderdale since 
1912.  The current rail bridge was permitted in 1974-5 and construction was complete in 1978. 
Since the current bridge was permitted, the marine industry and residential areas to the west have 
grown significantly.  By example, the overall year-round population of the Broward County has 
doubled since 1978, from about 900K to 1.8M. And this does not include substantial seasonal 
increases and tourist visits. 


Waterway users from both sides of the bridge transit to use the waterways on the other side. To 
the west there are extensive marine industrial support facilities, thousands of waterfront 
residences, and the numerous attractions and parks mentioned earlier.  To the east lie the intra-
coastal waterway, Port Everglades, and the Atlantic Ocean. Restaurants and other waterfront 
attractions can be found all along the length of the river. 


As mentioned earlier, according to the FRA, the bridge closes the waterway approximately 11 
times each day and the closures last approximately 20 minutes.  Local waterway users report 
more extended closures and indicate that closures of an hour are not uncommon.  None of the 
closures are scheduled, nor are they announced more than a few minutes in advance.  Users also 
have no way of knowing how long the closure will last.  







 


28 
 


Bridge closures discourage users on both sides of the bridge from fully using the waterways, 
especially since the closures are at random and of unpredictable length. 


The Bridge Before the Project Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation Because:  


1. It interferes with a primary economic engine of the local economy and undermines 
the foundation upon which the local water-oriented communities were built. 


“With 300+ miles of inland waterways and 50,000 registered yachts, Fort Lauderdale is 
dubbed ‘the Yachting Capital of the World’ . . . and home to the largest boat show in the 
world, the Fort Lauderdale International Boat Show.”13  
 
Ft. Lauderdale prides itself on being yachting capital of the world.  Sustaining that reputation 
and economic engine depends upon ready availability access to a wide range of industrial, 
engineering, maintenance and support services for those vessels.  Access to almost all of 
these facilities is controlled by the FEC rail bridge over the New River.  


The bridge also controls access to more than 5,000 docks at marinas and homes up river. 


Many vessels must loiter for some period waiting for the bridge to open, burning fuel, 
increasing air emissions, and wasting time.  Loitering also increases the risk of vessels 
colliding with each other, hitting and damaging vessels docked along the river, or being set 
upon the bridge by strong currents.  


Rail bridge closures delay waterway users and deter future use (the water taxi that does not 
serve the attractions on the west side of the bridge is just one example).  Every time the 
bridge closes and delays a vessel transit it negatively impacts a critical economic engine of 
the local economy, and reduces property resale values upstream.14 


The importance of this type of economic activity is essential to the entire state of Florida and 
is well documented.  The Florida Oceans and Coastal Council reported that the states coastal 
counties contribute about 79 percent of the state's economic productivity.15  


Dr. James Cato, an economist, Florida Oceans and Coastal Council member, and former 
Director, School of Natural Resources and the Environment, University of Florida has 
testified that “Anything affecting coastal tourism, recreation and marine transportation has a 
huge impact on Florida's ocean economy[.]  These sectors of economic activity represent 88 
percent of Florida's ocean economy . . . .”16 


                                                 
13 Lena Katz, Luxury in the Yachting Capital of the World, Huffington Post (June 21, 2012), 
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/justluxe/boatup-luxury-in-the-yach_b_1594873.html. 
14 For example, if an obstructive rail bridge decrements a $20B/yr local economy by half a percent, that would be a 
cost shift from the private rail company to taxpayers of $100M/yr. Similarly, if it degraded the value of $50B in 
property by half a percent, that would be a loss of $250M to taxpayers. 
15 Florida Oceans and Coastal Council, Florida's Ocean and Coastal Economies Report, Phase II., (June 2008) at 6, 
available at http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf. 
16 Oceans and Coasts Drive Florida’s Economy, Environmental News Service (Oct. 1, 2008), http://www.ens-
newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp. 



http://www.huffingtonpost.com/justluxe/boatup-luxury-in-the-yach_b_1594873.html

http://www.floridaoceanscouncil.org/reports/Facts_and_FiguresII.pdf

http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp

http://www.ens-newswire.com/ens/oct2008/2008-10-01-094.asp
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2. Alternatives to obstructing the waterway exist, are available, and are feasible. 


While waterway users have only one route available to them, the railroad has several. These 
include: 


• Using existing rail bridges to the west. The New River is crossed by 
two other rail bridges much further upstream that avoid obstructing 
much of the activity on the waterway. These bridges carry regional 
passenger (Amtrak), commuter (Tri-Rail) and freight traffic.   


• Developing a new rail corridor that is west of the New River entirely. 
The State of Florida is exploring a rail corridor along US 27 that 
would greatly increase capacity for the region, while at the same time 
bypassing numerous existing conflicts with water and vehicle traffic.17   


• Shipping freight along a parallel, but otherwise nearly identical route, 
by barge. Marine transport is generally recognized as the most 
efficient, economical, safest, and most environmentally friendly 
method of moving cargo, 18 and “marine highways” are being 
investigated by regional, state, and federal planners. 


• Replacing the bridge with a higher one that does not unreasonably 
obstruct navigation, or a tunnel. The State of Florida has estimated the 
costs would be $53M for a fixed bridge with 65’ vertical clearance, 
$66M for a drawbridge that had 45’ vertical clearance when closed, 
and a $530M for a tunnel.19  


Note: A tunnel option should not be dismissed merely because of 
capital cost as this would be amortized over an exceptionally long life-
cycle. There are precedents in the immediate area for tunnels being 
selected as the best transportation option:   


o The Henry Kinney Tunnel on U.S. 1 in Fort Lauderdale, which 
replaced a low-level drawbridge in 1960. 


o The $1B Port Miami tunnel that recently connected Miami's 
MacArthur Causeway to the Port of Miami   
 


                                                 
17 Angel Streeter, Railroad coming to U.S. 27? A new vision emerges, Sun Sentinel (May 18, 2013), 
http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2013-05-18/news/fl-us-27-rail-expansion-study-20130516_1_freight-trains-rail-
corridor-rail-line. 
18 Nationals Waterways Foundation, A Modal Comparison of Domestic Freight Transportation Effects on the 
General Public:  2001-2009 (Feb. 2012), http://www.nationalwaterwaysfoundation.org/study/FinalReportTTI.pdf  
19 Michael Turnbell, Bridge or tunnel considered for proposed commuter train to cross New River in downtown Fort 
Lauderdale, Sun Sentinel (Oct. 5, 2010), http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-
tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel.  



http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2013-05-18/news/fl-us-27-rail-expansion-study-20130516_1_freight-trains-rail-corridor-rail-line

http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2013-05-18/news/fl-us-27-rail-expansion-study-20130516_1_freight-trains-rail-corridor-rail-line

http://www.nationalwaterwaysfoundation.org/study/FinalReportTTI.pdf

http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel

http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel
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Some of these alternatives are more expensive for the FECR.  By not using them, though, the 
FECR is imposing much greater costs on the citizens of the area. 


3. Competent government agencies have determined that the bridge height does not 
provide for the reasonable needs of navigation.  


If FECR were to seek a permit to build this bridge today, it would most certainly be 
denied. 


US Coast Guard and US Department of Transportation policies specifically state preferences 
for fixed bridges over mobile bridges, whenever possible, as they minimize negative impacts 
to all transportation modes at these important intersections of transportation systems. 


In 2009, the State of Florida examined alternatives to the FEC rail bridge over the New River 
and developed the two bridge and tunnel options mentioned earlier because the state 
recognized the problems posed by the bridge and that it did not meet the reasonable needs of 
navigation. 


The FEC RR bridge is approximately 4’ above the water when closed. The USCG 
Bridge Clearance Guide calls for bridges in this area to be 21’ to 25’ above the water 
when closed.  Guidance for bascule bridges on the nearby Atlantic inter-coastal waterway 
and Miami River – see U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge Guide Clearances, available at 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp (stating that bridges at the guide height “will 
ordinarily receive favorable consideration under the bridge permitting process (33 CFR 
Chapter 1, Subchapter J - Bridges) as providing for the reasonable needs of navigation.”). 


The Bridge Does Not Meet the Reasonable Needs of Navigation.  The Coast Guard must 
designate this bridge as an unreasonable obstruction to navigation under the Truman-
Hobbs act and mandate its replacement. 


Mitigation Pending Removal or Replacement of the Bridge 


Until the bridge is removed or replaced, its negative impact on the waterway must be 
minimized. This requires that: 


1. The waterway be open to navigation for at least 40 minutes each hour, 


2. The length of openings allow passage of all vessels waiting,  


3. The amount of time for any single closure does not exceed 15 minutes as this would 
discourage waterway use, and   


4. The times that the waterway will be open are highly predictable and easily understood. 


Openings  


The law gives deference to waterways users because of their limited alternatives, and the 
multiple alternatives available to surface transportation. 



http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg551/bridge.asp
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The waterway must be open at least 40 minutes per hour, and for at least 15 minutes per 
opening.  


Safe vessel transits are usually limited by the narrow passage to one direction at a time, and 
the need for a slow, no-wake speed in what is also in a manatee zone. The length of the 
openings must allow passage for all vessels waiting on both sides to cross. With so many 
transits per year, including large commercial vessels, waiting lines can be long, especially 
during peak periods. Less than 15 minutes would often be insufficient for vessels on both 
sides of the bridge to organize, accelerate, and individually pass under the bridge.  


Bridge closures directly impact the safety and costs of the commercial transits to and from 
the western commercial center. Delays have both a direct cost in time, fuel, additional 
hazards waiting in the river, etcetera, but also ripple through the entire commercial enterprise 
by throwing off schedules, work plans, and so on.  In its Truman-Hobbs study of the 
waterway, the USCG should examine the cost of lost business to commercial marinas caused 
by operators who choose to go elsewhere due to the risk of transiting the New River and its 
obstructive bridge.   


Waiting for the bridge to open also degrades the boating experience significantly, and can 
drive potential waterway users to just stay home or relocate where they moor their vessel. 
According to one authority: 


“Americans spend roughly 37 billion hours each year waiting in line. The 
dominant cost of waiting is an emotional one: stress, boredom, that 
nagging sensation that one’s life is slipping away. The last thing we want 
to do with our dwindling leisure time is squander it in stasis.”20 
 


Informal interviews with users show that they consider a wait of 15 minutes or less 
reasonable. This is predicated upon the schedule of such waits being highly predictable so 
that users can structure their arrivals so as to avoid most closures altogether. 


As mentioned earlier, vessels loitering and trying to position themselves for when the bridge 
opens unnecessarily waste fuel, have increased air emissions due to the addition fuel burn 
and typically low engine speed, and run greater risk of collision, grounding and being set 
upon the bridge or shore by strong currents. Collectively this inconvenience amounts to 
decline in property and business value.   


Predictability and Clarity 


Safe and efficient (and in the case of recreational users, enjoyable) waterway use requires 
time and preparation.  Numerous items of equipment, some of which are time consuming to 
prepare and require special transport, are often involved.  It is also often a group activity, so 
schedules of multiple people and organizations must be coordinated, sometimes weeks in 
advance. 


                                                 
20  Alex Stone, Why Waiting is Torture, New York Times (Aug. 19, 2012), 
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63. 



http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9B07E4D7113BF93AA2575BC0A9649D8B63
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Minimizing the negative impact of rail bridge closures on waterway use requires that users 
have a long term predictable schedule of when the waterway will be open. This certainty will 
manage expectations, and allow users to adjust their activities and schedules accordingly. 


It is also important that schedules be clear, easily understood and recalled from memory. For 
example: “The bridge will open on the hour and half hour, and stay open for 20 minutes.”  


We request that the schedule for the waterway being open be published in the Federal 
Register as part of the rulemaking.  Less preferred  would be that the rulemaking require that 
the schedule be published at least 90 days in advance and that all schedules remain 
unchanged for at least 90 days.  This is a change that should be made with or without the 
project.  


 
 
2. The Methodology the FRA Used to Examine the Project’s Navigation Impacts is 
 Profoundly Flawed and Understates the Project’s Adverse Navigation Impacts 
 
Although the DEIS recognizes that vessel wait times and queue lengths will increase at the St. 
Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges (see, e.g., DEIS at 5-15) it nevertheless concludes 
that those impacts will have “no adverse economic impacts to marine jobs, economic growth, or 
development.”  Id.  The DEIS’ conclusion is flawed because the FRA has severely 
underestimated the extent to which the Project will harm navigation at the St. Lucie, 
Loxahatchee and New River Bridges.   
 
To assess the Project’s impacts on navigation, the FRA relied on a consultant’s study – the 
“Navigation Discipline Report” – prepared for AAF by AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, 
Inc.   See DEIS Appendix 4.1.3-C.  That study – and the FRA’s use of the study – suffers from 
the following seven flaws that render the FRA’s navigation analysis wholly unreliable and 
inconsistent with the Agency’s obligation to ensure the “professional integrity” of its analysis.  
40 C.F.R. § 1502.24. 
 
First, the FRA examined navigation impacts only in 2016, not any of the later years during 
which the Project will be operational.  See DEIS at 5-18.  That truncated approach ignores harms 
that will be suffered for years to come.  It also ignores any increases in recreational and 
commercial boating that may occur in the future.  That approach is not consistent with the 
Agency’s obligation to make a reasonable forecast of what will happen in the future. 
 
Second, the FRA also failed to establish an appropriate baseline against which to measure the 
impacts of the Project.  To the contrary, the Navigation Discipline Report uses three different 
baselines – one for each bridge – without any explanation of why that is appropriate.  See 
Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10. 
 
Third, the Navigation Discipline Report claims that vessels can pass through the bridge crossing 
in less than 7 seconds.  See Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10.  But that is based solely on 
crossing time and ignores the time that will be required to accelerate from a standing position 
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when the bridge is closed.  In sum, it ignores how the vessels will actually move when the 
Project is operational.   
 
Fourth, the FRA and AAF’s consultant have evaluated the Project’s impacts under the rosiest of 
assumptions, including that the trains will operate properly without delays or incidents on the 
bridges. That approach cannot be reconciled with the FRA’s own conclusion that changing 
climate conditions are likely to cause problems with bridge infrastructure.  It also defies common 
sense.  The FRA should base its projections of anticipated impacts on what is reasonably 
foreseeable, not on the “absolute best case” scenario. 
 
Fifth, the FRA and AAF’s consultant appear not to have collected data on daily boat traffic from 
either the Jupiter Inlet District or the Treasure Coast Regional Planning Counsel. 
 
Sixth, the FRA appears to have concluded that the navigation impacts are minimal based on 
“average” wait times, rather than the total number of vessels that will be forced to wait or the 
total aggregate waiting time of all vessels.  The DEIS provides no justification for such an 
approach, which does nothing but gloss over the fact that the Project will indisputably cause 
greater inconvenience for more boats, as documented on Pages 5-21, 5-24 and 5-26 of the DEIS. 
 
Seventh, the FRA has prematurely rejected the idea of requiring AAF to replace the existing St. 
Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges on the grounds that such a project would be too 
costly.  See DEIS at 5-27.  In doing so, the FRA has provided no cost data that would justify 
such a conclusion.  To the contrary, the DEIS says:  “The use of elevated bridge structures would 
result in significant cost increase; preliminary cost estimates indicate at least an increase in costs 
of two to three times planned activities.”  DEIS at 5-27.  Nowhere does the DEIS provide 
reliable estimates of what it would cost to replace just the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River 
bridges.  Publicly reported bridge construction estimates suggest that the cost of building three 
new elevated bridges would be far, far less than the $1.6 billion loan that AAF has requested – 
and nowhere close to “two to three” times that amount.  In particular, the Fort Lauderdale Sun 
Sentinel reported in October 2010, that the cost of building a new bridge over the New River 
could cost as little as $53 million – a small fraction of the cost of AAF’s $1.6 billion “planned 
activities.”21 
 
3.   The DEIS Ignores the Adverse Environmental Impacts That Stem  
 From the Increased Vessel Queues and Delays that the Project Will Cause 
 
Despite the flaws (discussed above) in the FRA’s study of the Project’s navigation impacts, the 
DEIS nevertheless confirms that the Project (even under the rosiest of assumptions) will lead to 
significantly more boats idling at the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges.  See DEIS 
at 5-21, 5-21 and 5-26 (noting that 76% of the boats passing under the New River bridge will be 
delayed because of the Project).  The increase in boat idling will produce at least two reasonably 
foreseeable adverse environmental impacts:  (a) adverse air quality impacts, and (b) more vessel 
collisions.  But the DEIS nowhere mentions those impacts let alone takes a “hard look” at them. 


                                                 
21 Michael Turnbell, Bridge or tunnel considered for proposed commuter train to cross New River in downtown Fort 
Lauderdale, Sun Sentinel (Oct. 5, 2010), http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-
tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel. 



http://articles.sun-sentinel.com/2010-10-05/news/fl-fec-new-river-bridge-tunnel-20101005_1_boat-owners-andrews-avenue-bridge-or-tunnel
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First, the FRA has improperly ignored the adverse air quality impacts that will result from more 
boat idling.  As the DEIS explains:  “Motor vehicles emit CO2 at high rates when they are 
operating a low speeds or idling in queues.”  DEIS at 5-38.  The same concern exists when 
marine vessels idle at length in long queues.  Yet that is exactly what the Project is likely to 
cause.  See DEIS at 5-21 & 5-24 (projecting that the total percentage of boats waiting in queues 
will triple at the St. Lucie bridge and nearly double at the Loxahatchee bridge).  In these 
circumstances, the FRA must prepare a supplemental DEIS that addresses the impact of the 
Project on local air quality. 
 
Second, the FRA has also improperly ignored the risk of more boat collisions – and the harms 
they bring, including not only more oil spills but also injuries and fatalities.  Just as increased 
motor vehicle congestion can be reasonably expected to lead to more motor vehicle collisions, so 
too can increased marine vessel congestion be expected to lead to increased marine vessel 
collisions.  Yet this topic receives no meaningful discussion in the DEIS.  There is, for example, 
no projection of the number of boating accidents likely to occur and no projection of the amount 
of oil that may be spilled in Florida’s rivers as a result of those accidents.  This is true even 
though the Navigation Discipline Report itself discloses facts that telegraph the ways in which 
the Project will increase the risk of marine vessel collisions.  It notes, for example, that boats 
already try passing under the various draw bridges when those bridges are in the process of 
opening and closing.  See Navigation Discipline Report at 2-10.  Since the bridges will be 
opening and closing far more often if the Project goes forward, there will likely be many more 
opportunities for boats to crash into the bridges as they open and close.  In all events, the FRA 
must prepare a supplemental DEIS that takes a hard look at that issue.  The FRA needs to project 
what accidents are likely to occur, when they are likely to occur and what impacts they are likely 
to have, and it should compare those projections to what is likely to happen under reasonable 
alternatives.   
 
4. The FRA Has Prematurely Rejected the Idea of 
 Requiring AAF to Install Elevated Replacement Bridges 
 
Perhaps the most troubling feature of the DEIS’s navigation discussion is that despite all the 
manifest problems with the existing St. Lucie, Loxahatchee and New River bridges – to say 
nothing of the ways the Project will make those problems worse – the FRA appears to have 
already improperly concluded that it is not “feasible” to replace those bridges with elevated 
structures.  See DEIS at 5-27 (rejecting the idea of replacing all the bridges).  The FRA has failed 
to offer persuasive reasons why new elevated bridges should not be considered for the St. Lucie, 
Loxahatchee and New River rail crossings, beyond the cost to AAF and failure to meet AAF’s 
claimed schedule of construction.   
 
B. THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE 
 ANALYSIS OF CLIMATE-RELATED RISKS 
 
As noted above, although the DEIS recognizes the threats that climate-change poses to Florida’s 
eastern coast, it makes no attempt to integrate those threats into the FRA’s evaluation of how the 
Project will impact safety and navigation.  The proposed coastal route would be far more 
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vulnerable to rising sea levels and storm surges than the alternative CSX route.  However, the 
DEIS fails to assess the alternatives’ susceptibility or lack thereof to the effects of climate 
change. The failure to undertake a more meaningful analysis of the Project’s climate-related 
vulnerabilities is not consistent with President Obama’s November 2013 Executive Order calling 
on all federal agencies to examine ways of promoting climate resiliency.22  
 
Other federal and state agencies have not hesitated to require project proponents to provide 
detailed information about climate-related risks and/or measures for mitigating those risks.  For 
example, on November 24, 2014, the Federal Regulatory Energy Commission directed an 
applicant seeking approval to construct a liquefied natural gas facility in a coastal area to:  (i) 
“[d]escribe potential storm surge impacts on the Project area,” (ii) “explain how the facility will 
be designed and protect for a 500 year return hurricane storm considering wind and wave effects, 
regional subsidence and sea level rise,” and (ii) discuss “how design components would avoid or 
minimize flooding, wind, and other storm impacts.”23  The FRA’s DEIS for the AAF Project 
contains no comparable information about storm risks or ways the Project will be designed to 
minimize storm-related flooding and damage.  The Agency should issue a supplemental DEIS 
that addresses this information. 


C. THE DEIS OMITS CRITICAL INFORMATION ABOUT THE PROJECT 
 
In 2003, the Florida High Speed Rail Authority briefly examined the environmental impacts of 
four potential high speed rail routes between Orlando and Miami and concluded that of those 
four potential routes the route that AAF’s high speed passenger train will traverse was the worst 
in terms of environmental impacts.24  But this critically important fact finds no mention in the 
FRA’s DEIS for the Project.  The omission is important, but also emblematic of more serious 
problems.  Most notably, the DEIS omits information that the public – and the Agency – requires 
to evaluate whether AAF’s assertions about the Project’s commercial viability are realistic.  But 
what little the DEIS does reveal about the Project’s underlying economic and operating 
assumptions suggests that those assumptions are unrealistic and inconsistent on their face, if the 
DEIS had disclosed them. 
 
1. The DEIS Fails to Disclose, Let Alone Evaluate,  
 Essential Information About AAF’s Economic Model  
 
A central premise of the DEIS is that the Project will provide commercially-viable privately-run 
high speed passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami.  See, e.g., DEIS at 3-10 
(concluding that AAF’s preferred route “would provide a trip time consistent with the ridership 
target needed to sustain a viable private enterprise.”)  That premise underlies several conclusions 
in the DEIS, including:  (1) the FRA’s decision to exclude the alternative CSX route from 
serious consideration, see DEIS at 3-7 & 3-10; (2) the FRA’s conclusion that the bulk of AAF’s 
                                                 
22 See Exec. Office of the President, Executive Order – Preparing the United States for the Impacts of Climate 
Change (Nov. 1, 2013), available at http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2013/11/01/executive-order-
preparing-united-states-impacts-climate-change.   
23 See FERC Letter to Louisiana LNG Energy, LLC in Docket Number PF14-17, Paragraphs 67k, 67h & 70 (Nov. 
24, 2014), available at http://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/search/advResults.asp).    
24 See Florida High Speed Rail Authority, Orlando-Miami Planning Study Executive Summary at 7 (Mar. 2003), 
http://www.floridabullettrain.com/fhsra/uploaddocuments/p25/Exec%20Summary%20FINAL1.pdf  
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intercity passengers will be diverted from cars, see DEIS at S-9; and (3) the conclusions that 
flow from point (2), such as that the diversion of car drivers will result in improved air quality 
and reduced vehicular accidents, see DEIS at 5-33 & 5-134.  The DEIS forecasts that the Project 
will remove 336,000 cars from the road (69% of AAF’s forecasted ridership) by 2016 and 1.35 
million cars from the road by 2030.  DEIS at 3-47.   How can the agency predict the specific 
number of cars that will be taken off the road without providing the single most important factor 
in ridership, the suggested ticket price?  No average Orange or Palm Beach County family will 
choose taking an AAF train instead of driving to Miami or Orlando unless it makes economic 
sense. 


 
Nowhere does the DEIS disclose sufficient information about AAF’s ticket prices and economic 
model to determine whether the document’s central premise is correct.  Simply put, although the 
DEIS asserts that “[t]he economic viability of the Project is dependent on ridership,” DEIS at 3-
5, it omits the very information that is essential to evaluating whether the Project will in fact 
attract a sufficient supply of riders.  More specifically, the DEIS is completely devoid of any 
discussion of two critical topics:  (1) ticket prices, and (2) the whipsaw in which AAF has placed 
itself with respect to ticket prices, as low ticket prices to entice riders creates serious problems 
for repaying the FRA’s RRIF loan.  Similarly, if ticket prices are relatively higher and realistic in 
terms of the amounts needed for repayment of the loan, then train ridership will not achieve 
claimed numbers and car abandonment will not occur. 
 
First, the DEIS nowhere discloses any information, even in the form of a range of prices that 
AAF may charge for tickets, although that information is surely relevant to a judgment that the 
Project will attract riders and the public has the expertise to evaluate it instantly.  The omission is 
especially troubling given that the widely divergent publicly-available information about AAF’s 
plans.  As of December 2, 2014, AAF’s website for the Project said “pricing has yet to be 
determined.”25  But AAF clearly disclosed this information and its ridership study to its potential 
investors.  What is unclear is (a) whether the Agency examined this information at all, (b) why it 
did not provide any of this information to the Project’s potential riders, and (c) why it failed to 
engage in any discussion of what various ticket prices imply for the potential success of the 
Project.  It is highly troubling that the FRA accepted AAF’s ridership assertions based solely on 
the “summary” of the ridership study found at Appendix 3.3-F of the DEIS, without examining, 
let alone sharing with the public, the actual ridership study. 
 
Second, the DEIS fails to examine the extent to which AAF has put itself in a whipsaw with 
respect to ticket prices and repayment of the FRA’s proposed loan.  More specifically, the DEIS 
fails to consider whether AAF’s prices will be high enough for AAF to repay its debt while 
staying low enough to attract sufficient riders to fill its trains.  That oversight is highly troubling 
given that so many of the DEIS’s conclusions hinge on the self-proclaimed assumption that the 
Project will be commercially viable. 
 
These points are well-made in a November 17 Palm Beach Post column by Frank Cerabino, “All 
Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams.” Among his many points, Mr. Cerabino 
states the following:   
                                                 
25 All Aboard Florida, All Aboard Florida: Train FAQS, available at 
http://www.allaboardflorida.com/facts/faqs.html (last accessed Nov. 21, 2014). 



http://www.allaboardflorida.com/facts/faqs.html





 


37 
 


 
“What will make tourists line up to spend about $50 per person for a round-trip 
ticket between Miami and West Palm Beach?  Maybe some things will.  But to 
make these ridership numbers work, you’d need 1.94 million tourists lining up for 
the higher-priced version of South Florida rail travel every year.  And if you 
divide that by 365 days in a year, and then divide again by the 32 daily trains, you 
get 166 tourists on each train between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm 
Beach.  All year long.  For every train . . . And these estimates are the 
conservative ones.  If you look at All Aboard Florida’s rosiest projection of 5.1 
million annual riders in 2019, that would put an average of 437 people on each of 
the 400-seat trains all year long.” 26 


 
2. The DEIS Presumes Travel Times That Are Unrealistic 


 
The DEIS recognizes that travel time is one of the most important factors in choosing a form of 
transportation and contends that one of the attractive features of the Project is that “[t]rip times 
would meet the 3‐hour target” needed for private intercity passenger service to be commercially 
viable.  DEIS at 3-11.  But the DEIS is unduly rosy about the speed of the anticipated AAF 
passenger trains.  As a threshold matter, the conclusion that the trip will take only 3 hours 
assumes that each train will stop for no more than one minute at each station.  DEIS at 3-45.  Yet 
that assumption seems highly implausible on its face.  No passenger train travelling at anywhere 
near full capacity will be able to arrive at a stop, allow many of its passengers to exit the train 
with their luggage, and have all the boarding passengers enter the train in just one minute.   
 
The DEIS also in explicably ignores total travel time – which necessarily includes not just the 
length of the train ride but also the time required to get to the station and from the station to the 
final destination.  We believe this total failure to make any estimate of this additional time 
renders the DEIS impermissibly incomplete.  How can FRA or AAF argue that a theoretical 
passenger arriving at the Orlando train station has completed their journey with no additional 
time estimate to reach destinations such as the Disney or Universal properties, or downtown 
Orlando?  The time estimate to arrive at an AAF station and to reach the time destination is 
critical.  Equally important, the DEIS makes no mention of the possibility that safety measures 
will be implemented that significantly delay the passenger trains.  For example, the DEIS does 
not explore the possibility of imposing speed limits at the nearly 350 at-grade crossings included 
in the Project corridor, although such a possibility should surely be considered.   
 
3. AAF’s Profits Should Not be FRA’s Primary Concern 


 
Another troubling feature of the DEIS is that it frequently emphasizes AAF’s potential profits 
over all other concerns.  The Agency’s hasty dismissal of three possible alternative routes – the 
CSX Route Alternative, the Florida Turnpike Route Alternative and the I-95 Route Alternative – 
displays this quality.  The DEIS recognizes, for example, that some of those routes would also 
achieve the 3-hour target travel time, but nevertheless dismisses them as reasonable alternatives 


                                                 
26 See Frank Cerabino, All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams, Palm Beach Post (Nov. 17, 
2014), http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-
estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch).       



http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch

http://www.mypalmbeachpost.com/news/news/state-regional/cerabino-all-aboard-floridas-ridership-estimates-a/nh82M/?icmp=pbp_internallink_textlink_apr2013_pbpstubtomypbp_launch
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because, among other reasons, it would allegedly be too costly and time consuming for AAF to 
develop them.  See DEIS at 3-10 to 3-11.  Likewise, with respect to bridge safety, although the 
Coast Guard requested that AAF evaluate alternatives that would raise certain bridges, the FRA 
has in more or less final language dismissed elevating bridges as too costly and too time 
consuming – for AAF.  In particular, the Agency has “determined that the significant delays, 
costs, and risks associated with the use of elevated structures make raising any of the corridor 
bridges not feasible.”  DEIS at 5-27 (emphasis added).  The residents of communities along the 
track and those who operate vessels on the impacted waterways deserve more of an explanation 
from a federal agency charged with such a major project.  The DEIS explanation should be 
changed to read:  “AAF’s desire for financial gain, made possible through $1.6 billion in federal 
funds, outweighs public safety concerns and concerns about navigations of the waterways.” 
 
4. A Supplemental DEIS is Required to Address the Information Gaps 
 
Having failed to address the ticket price, economic model and travel time issues highlighted 
above, the Agency should prepare a supplemental DEIS that carefully examines those topics.  
The FRA should consider the range of ticket prices that AAF may charge, evaluate the impacts 
of those prices on AAF’s ability to fulfill the objectives of the Project and should also carefully 
examine whether AAF’s other assumptions (such as station dwell times) are realistic.  In doing 
so, the Agency should keep the following considerations in mind:   
 


• AAF must have high enough ticket prices to bring in enough revenue to 
pay back its substantial expectations of either RRIF funding or PAB bonds 
and funds to repay its junk bond level interest rate debt to private 
investors, but it also must have low enough ticket prices to attract 
sufficient riders to fill its trains and abandon their cars.  The Agency 
should examine whether AAF can in fact thread that needle as the data 
relied upon in the DEIS is totally opaque to the public. 
 


• The Agency should not overlook the cost of getting to – and the time that 
it takes to get to – each AAF station, whether by foot, car, public 
transportation, taxi or other means.  No average Orange or Palm Beach 
County family will choose to take an AAF train instead of driving to 
Miami or Orlando unless it makes economic sense.  And those families 
cannot be expected to base their ridership decisions on ticket prices and 
on-the-train travel times alone.  They will also be looking at total door-to-
door costs and time, and so should the FRA. 
 


• An agency cannot rubberstamp information provided by an applicant 
without critical review.  See, e.g., Sierra Club v. Van Antwerp, 709 F. 
Supp. 2d 1254, 1267 (S.D. Fla. 2009), aff’d 362 F. App’x 100 (11th Cir. 
2010) (chastising the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for “uncritically” 
accepting certain assertions made by permit applicants).  Instead, federal 
agencies are required to ensure that the data they rely on is accurate and 
reliable.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.24 (federal agencies must ensure the 
“professional integrity” of their analyses). 
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D.   THE DEIS PROVIDES AN INADEQUATE 
 ANALYSIS OF THE PROJECT’S SAFETY IMPACTS 
 
1. The DEIS Does Not Accurately Identify the Project’s Impacts 
 
The overarching flaw in the DEIS’s discussion of the Project’s safety impacts is that the DEIS 
fails to adequately – or accurately – describe those impacts.  And that means that the DEIS also 
fails to provide an appropriate discussion of appropriate safety risk mitigation measures.  Both 
flaws warrant the preparation of a supplemental DEIS.  More specifically, the discussion of 
safety impacts in the DEIS is inadequate for at least seven reasons: 
 
First, the DEIS does not compare the nature and frequency of rail-related accidents under the 
Project with those under the no-action alternative.  Yet that is exactly the sort of analysis that the 
DEIS is supposed to provide.  NEPA requires federal agencies to engage in “reasonable 
forecasting” of potential impacts.  Delaware Riverkeeper Network et al. v. FERC, 753 F.3d 1304, 
1310 (D.C. Cir. 2014).  Here, the agency has provided no forecast at all of rail-related accidents, 
let alone a reasonable one.  Instead, the DEIS states that “greater frequency of trains may 
increase opportunities for conflict between trains and vehicles or people.”  DEIS at S-17 & 5-132 
(emphasis added).  But a single vague sentence, repeated twice, about unspecified 
“opportunities” for “conflict” does nothing to inform the public about the nature or extent of the 
safety risks actually posed by the Project.  Nor does it describe those risks in a manner that 
would satisfy the agency’s obligation to take a “hard look” at them.  In reality, the Project does 
not threaten “opportunities for conflict,” it threatens collisions—with both vehicles and people— 
and that is the topic that the agency needs to address.  The agency should prepare a reasonable 
forecast of what collisions are likely to occur, how frequently they are likely to occur and where 
they are likely to occur. 
 
Second, the DEIS also fails to identify, or take a “hard look” at, a second major safety risk posed 
by the Project – delays to emergency vehicles.  The Project will plainly result in additional traffic 
delays – and dramatically longer traffic queues – at key intersections all along the North-South 
Corridor.  See, e.g., DEIS Appendix 3.3 C, Transportation and Railroad Crossing Analysis for 
the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project from Cocoa to West Palm Beach, Florida, Pages 
3-16 to 3-26 (describing anticipated traffic queues and wait times).27  Yet the DEIS provides no 
discussion at all of how those delays may impact the ability of ambulances to reach hospitals or 
fire trucks to reach emergency sites.  Simply put, the DEIS does not forecast those impacts.  
Instead, the closest the DEIS comes to an analysis of this issue is to recognize that emergency 
vehicles may be adversely impacted during the Project’s construction, not during its operation. 
See DEIS at 5-132.  That truncated approach is not adequate, especially given the evidence that 
traffic delays will not merely continue during the Project’s operation, they will actually get 
worse over time.  See DEIS Appendix 3.3. C at 3-17 (comparing 2016 conditions and 2036 


                                                 
27  This appendix is itself flawed in various ways, as discussed at length of the comments submitted by The 
Board of County Commissioners of Indian River County, Florida, (the “Indian River County Comments”), which 
The Town of Jupiter Island respectfully incorporates by reference here.  See Indian River Comments at 18-19 
(identifying at least seven shortcomings in the Appendix’s methodology and analysis).   Nevertheless, even 
accepting the Appendix’s traffic congestion numbers at face value, the Appendix establishes that the Project will 
permanently and severely disrupt traffic flows at several important intersections. 
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conditions).  Moreover, even with respect to the adverse impacts during construction, the DEIS’s 
discussion is profoundly flawed.  The DEIS asserts on page 5-132 that “[a]s discussed in Section 
5.1.2, AAF will work with local communities to minimize disruption to traffic and to maintain 
emergency access.”  But Section 5.1.2 contains no such discussion.  Simply put, the DEIS lacks 
any meaningful discussion of what will happen to emergency vehicles.   
 
Third, it is no answer to these concerns to say that the agency either does not possess or cannot 
produce reasonable forecasts of train collisions and emergency vehicle delays.  The agency is 
required to obtain information that is “essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives,” unless 
the cost of doing so is “exorbitant” 40 C.F.R. § 1502.22.  Here, it cannot be disputed that an 
accurate description of, and a reasonable forecast of, adverse safety impacts is “essential to a 
reasoned choice among alternatives.”  Indeed, the DEIS touts the Project’s alleged “overall 
beneficial effect” on public safety as a reason for undertaking the Project.  See DEIS at S-17.  In 
these circumstances, the agency must prepare a supplemental DEIS that forecasts the adverse 
safety impacts of the Project and provides a meaningful basis on which to compare the Project’s 
impacts to those of the no-action alternative and other potential alternatives.   
 
Fourth, having failed to identify the actual specific safety impacts that may result from the 
Project, the DEIS’s conclusion that the Project will have an “overall beneficial effect” on safety, 
DEIS at S-17 and 5-132, is premature.  Simply put, the DEIS puts the cart before the horse.  The 
DEIS lists a vague set of “improvements” “serving to minimize potential conflicts and their 
consequences,” DEIS at 5-132, but because the DEIS omits a clear description of the 
“consequences” in the first place, there is no way for the public – or FRA decision-makers – to 
assess whether the “improvements” are pertinent, let alone whether they will be effective.  The 
FRA needs to identify the safety risks posed by the Project before it concludes that any 
“improvements” associated with the Project will outweigh those risks.   
 
Fifth, the “improvements” identified in the DEIS are also too vague to support the FRA’s 
conclusion that the Project will be beneficial, or to support an alternative conclusion that those 
improvements will be adequate to mitigate the adverse safety impacts of the Project.  Most 
notably, the DEIS indicates that the FRA “will be publishing recommendations” for the Project’s 
349 at-grade crossings, at some unspecified point in the future.  DEIS at 5-134.  But there is not 
one word about whether those recommendations will actually be implemented by AAF, despite 
clear CEQ guidance requiring a discussion of that topic.  See Forty Most Asked Questions 
Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental Policy Act Regulations, 46 Fed. Reg. 18026 (March 
23, 1981), Question 19b (“to ensure that environmental effects of a proposed action are fairly 
assessed, the probability of the mitigation measures being implemented must also be discussed.”)  
Indeed, the DEIS fails to mention evidence that AAF may actively resist the agency’s safety 
recommendations.  In March 2014, FRA Engineer Frank Fray reported that despite his support of 
the use of a sealed corridor, AAF officials “have openly expressed that the proposed 110 MPH 
segment will NOT incorporate the “Sealed Corridor” concept.”  See Appendix A, F. Frey, On-
Site Engineering Field Report – Part 1, March 20, 2014 (the “March 2014 Field Report”) at 2.  
That evidence of resistance to reasonable safety measures finds no mention in the DEIS, despite 
applicable CEQ guidance requiring the FRA to “acknowledge such opposition.”  Forty Most 
Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National Environmental Policy Act Regulations, Question 
19b.  In sum, the vague promise that safety “recommendations” will be made in the future 
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provides no assurance that those recommendations will be pertinent to the actual risks posed by 
the Project, let alone that they will be implemented, even if they are pertinent.  In these 
circumstances, the agency should prepare a supplemental DEIS after it has published its safety 
recommendations for the Project.  See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(a) (requiring a supplemental DEIS 
where the initial discussion is so truncated as to preclude “meaningful analysis”). 
 
Sixth, the DEIS’s premature conclusion that the Project will have an “overall beneficial effect” 
on public safety suffers from a separate, additional flaw – it is premised, at least in part, on the 
assertion that the Project will result in “decreased congestion and the potential for fewer 
vehicular crashes.”  DEIS at S-18.  That assertion, to the extent it concerns congestion within the 
Project’s rail corridor, cannot be squared with other parts of the DEIS that conclude the Project 
will increase congestion.  See, e.g., DEIS at S-9 (explaining that the Project “would result in 
some degradation in Levels of Service” along the North-South Corridor).  Alternatively, to the 
extent the assertion about “decreased congestion” concerns congestion along the highways 
between Orlando and Miami, the assertion is premised on an assumption that has inadequate 
factual support; namely, the assumption that the Project will divert a meaningful number of 
riders away from the highway.  As discussed in Section [III.C.1] above, the DEIS presumes that 
riders will be diverted, but does not provide sufficient factual information to assess the viability 
of that assumption.   
 
Seventh, no mention is made in the DEIS of increased risks from additional freight train traffic 
that may be induced by the Project or that it is otherwise reasonably foreseeable as a result of 
other economic developments. 
 
2.   The Project Will Increase the Risk of Potentially Catastrophic Collisions  


That Will Cause Fatalities 
 
Several facts illustrate that the Project will almost surely increase the risk of train collisions – 
collisions with cars, collisions with people and collisions with other trains.  Those facts include, 
at a minimum, the following: 
  


• The Project will retain 349 at-grade crossings, even though there is no 
genuine doubt that at-grade crossings are dangerous and present the 
“opportunity” for crashes.   
 


• The Project will not merely retain the at-grade crossings, but will more 
than triple (from 14 to 52) the number of trains passing through those 
crossings each day, while also potentially nearly quadrupling (from 28.5 
miles per hour to as much as 100 miles per hour) the speed of those trains.   
 


• Pedestrian trespassing along certain parts of the Project’s corridor is 
“epidemic.”  Frey March 2014 Field Report at 3.  Yet AAF appears not to 
have committed to install measures designed to curtail such trespassing.  
 


• Even assuming that the use of double-tracks and positive train control 
technology will help reduce the risk of collisions between passenger trains 
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and freight trains, there are still times when freight and passenger trains 
will be sharing the same track – such as when going over one-track 
bridges.   


 
Regrettably, the DEIS contains almost no discussion of these facts, let alone an attempt to 
explain why these facts should not lead to outright rejection of the Project.  Running passenger 
trains at speeds in excess of 79 miles per hour in the same right of way as freight trains is 
reckless.  In Oregon, Union Pacific Railroad, the owner of a track sought to run high speed 
trains, has sounded the alarm about high speed passenger trains and freight trains sharing the 
same right of way.28  The company stated that it will never allow speeds above 79 miles per hour 
on its tracks; anything faster would be far too dangerous.  Simply put, the facts strongly suggest 
that there will be more frequent and more severe rail-related accidents under the Project than 
under the no-action alternative and the DEIS nowhere provides evidence to the contrary.   
 
Moreover, all of the safety risks identified above are compounded by changing climate 
conditions.  Yet the DEIS fails to grapple with that reality.  The DEIS acknowledges that 
changing climate conditions will adversely affect the Project’s critical infrastructure:   “Bridge 
structures will have increased vulnerability over time; potential infrastructure damage may result 
from flooding, tidal damage, and/or storms.”  DEIS at 5-75.  But the FRA has not integrated that 
fact into its examination of the safety risks posed by the Project, or into its discussion of 
appropriate mitigation measures.  For example, the DEIS does not examine the potential for 
“infrastructure damage” to result in more frequent, or more catastrophic, rail-related accidents.   
 
To fulfil its obligations under NEPA, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that 
carefully examines the safety risks highlighted above.  It should take a “hard look” at the risk of 
increased train collisions—collisions with vehicles, collisions with people and collisions with 
other trains—by providing a reasonable forecast of where those collisions are likely to occur, 
how frequently they are likely to occur and how much damage they are likely to cause.  It should 
also incorporate the risks created by changing climate conditions into that discussion.  And once 
it has identified the safety risks, it should include a discussion of potential mitigation measures.  
Only at that point will the public – and FRA decision-makers – be in a position to fully 
understand the potential safety impacts of the Project. 
 
3.   The Project Will Consistently Result in Increased Delays for Emergency Vehicles,  
 Potentially Resulting in Increased Fatalities  
 
No question exists that the Project, with 349 at-grade crossings, will cause delays for emergency 
vehicles such as ambulances and fire trucks.  The FRA itself has previously acknowledged as 
much – although not in the DEIS.  Previously, in an environmental impact statement for a 
different proposed high speed rail line, the FRA warned:   
 


                                                 
28  See Ben Jacklet, Comments on high-speed rail in Oregon roll in, Portland Business Journal (Jan. 29, 2013), 
http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/blog/sbo/2013/01/high-speed-rail-comments-roll-in.html?s=print.    



http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/blog/sbo/2013/01/high-speed-rail-comments-roll-in.html?s=print
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At-grade railroad crossings hinder emergency response times when 
trains block the crossings.29 


 
Remarkably, the DEIS for AAF’s high speed rail proposal contains no such warning – even 
though AAF’s Project features 349 more grade crossings than the Fresno-to-Bakersfield project, 
which featured zero grade crossings.  The FRA’s omission of such a critical warning cries out for 
the preparation of a supplemental DEIS.   
 
The Town of Jupiter Island relies on two points of ingress/egress to access the barrier island.  
The north access point along Bridge Road relies on an at-grade crossing just outside of the 
Town’s limits.  The south access located 11 miles (½ hour at the marked speeds) south of the 
north access is connected by a narrow two-lane road.  One access is not an equal substitute for 
the other in times of emergency.  Additionally, all roads leading to the closest hospital serving 
the Town to the South (Jupiter Medical Center) are subject to at grade crossings of the FEC rail. 
 
Any EMS service will be required to cross the FEC twice to serve the Town’s residents, once 
coming to pick them up and once while leaving, doubling the chances for delay.  Of particular 
note is that additional encumbrances upon Bridge Road exist, as within a ½ mile segment 
between the Town and the FEC crossing lies a drawbridge that operates on-demand, a large 
childcare facility, an elementary school, a private grade school and a college all east of the 
tracks.  Limited parking and peak school arrival and pick-up times can cause traffic snarls under 
the best of circumstances.  All of this confusion exists in addition to a signalized intersection and 
the convergence of multiple residential streets and the business district on the west side of the 
tracks.  The intersection is alive with pedestrians and bicyclists.  Drastic increases in rail activity 
will surely heighten safety hazards to children and adults alike. 
 
The present state of congestion during the school year requires wait times exceeding 15 minutes 
without a train requiring further interruption. 
 
Significantly, even extremely short ambulance delays can cost lives.  As Dr. Michael Collins, the 
Medical Director for the Jupiter Medical Center’s emergency department has publicly stated in 
relation to the Project:  
 


Sometimes eight seconds, fifteen seconds, thirty seconds is all we have to save a 
life in the emergency department. I’m very concerned about multiple trains going 
through our community, starting traffic jams that keep ambulances from getting to 
us. We get twenty percent of our patients via ambulance. We get almost all of 
Tequesta’s ambulance patients, and the thought of them waiting behind multiple 
crossings during the day is worrisome to me. Well, you can say that ambulances 
can get through traffic jams because they have horns and sirens, but I’m also 
concerned about physicians that are trying to get to our hospital, obstetricians, 
surgeons, cardiologists, neurologists. Seconds do count in the world of critical 
care, and I feel that All Aboard Florida needs to address these issues to the public. 


                                                 
29 California High-Speed Train Project Final EIR/EIS, Final Environmental Impact Report / Environmental Impact 
Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation and Draft General Conformity Statement Fresno to Bakersfield Section, at 
3.11-15, available at http://www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Environmental_Planning/final_fresno_bakersfield.html  



http://www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Environmental_Planning/final_fresno_bakersfield.html





 


44 
 


They need to explain what their plan is to prevent communities from being cut off 
from their hospitals.  In critical care times, seconds count.30 


E. THE DEIS FAILS TO ANALYZE PRACTICABLE ALTERNATIVES THAT 
WOULD NOT DETRIMENTALLY IMPACT NAVIGATION, SAFETY, AND 
THE ENVIRONMENT  


 
The alternatives analysis “is the heart of the environmental impact statement.” 40 C.F.R. 
1502.14.  An EIS is supposed to “[d]evote substantial treatment to each alternative considered in 
detail including the proposed action so that reviewers may evaluate their comparative merits.” 
1502.14(b) (emphasis added). Yet the DEIS defined the purpose of the Project so narrowly that it 
failed to adequately compare reasonable alternatives, specifically the alternative inland CSX 
route.  The Agency dismissed the three alternative routes, including the CSX route, because it 
would be too expensive and time consuming for the company.  See DEIS at 3-10 to 3-11.  As 
discussed in Section III.A, the proposed Project would have an unacceptable detrimental impact 
on maritime navigation.  The CSX alternative, by nature of its inland route, would not encounter 
and create these dangerous navigation conditions.  The CSX alternative would not run through 
such densely populated communities, and therefore, it would not raise such striking safety 
concerns to communities.  


Additionally, the proposed Project represents a significant encroachment on floodplains, yet the 
FRA fails to explore alternatives that are not located in floodplains.  This failure is detailed in 
Section 5 of Indian River Count’s Comments.  See Indian River’s Comments at 13-14.  The 
Agency fails to illustrate why the Project must be located in floodplains, and it also fails to 
demonstrate why non-flood plain construction alternatives are not practicable.  Cf. Sierra Club v. 
Van Antwerp¸709 F. Supp. 2d 1254 (S.D. Fla. 2009), aff’d 362 F. App’x 100 (11th Cir. 2010) 
(holding that the Army Corps of Engineers acted arbitrarily and capriciously in determining that 
a proposed mining project was water dependent and that there were no practicable alternatives to 
mining in the wetlands).   


Finally, the DEIS fails to evaluate each route’s vulnerability to the effects of climate change.  
The proposed Project would run through areas that are most susceptible to rising sea levels and 
storm surges.  Although the proposed route will encounter these effects and would result in 
significant repair and mitigation costs – most likely to the taxpayer – the DEIS does not address 
this reasonably foreseeable impact in its alternatives analysis.  As with navigation and safety 
concerns, the alternative CSX route runs inland and would not be anywhere near as vulnerable to 
the effects of climate change as the proposed route.   


Thus, in order to fulfill “the heart of the environmental impact statement,” the Agency must issue 
a supplemental DEIS that includes a meaningful alternatives analysis addressing these important 
concerns. 


 


                                                 
30 A video of Dr. Collins’ comments can be found here:  http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-
medical-center/. 



http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-medical-center/

http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-medical-center/
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F. THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ASSESS CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 
 
The proposed Project would be a massive undertaking that would require construction over 
multiple years; this would result in significant impacts on surrounding areas, including increased 
traffic congestion and air pollution from diesel construction equipment.  Yet the DEIS merely 
glosses over these impacts with no substantive analyses.  See DEIS at 5-5, 5-14, and 7-4. Indian 
River County does an excellent job describing this concern in its Comments.  See Indian River’s 
comments at 15-16.  We believe these concerns are legitimate and need to be addressed by the 
Agency. 


G. THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY ANALYZE THE PROJECT’S 
INCREASED NOISE AND VIBRATION AND THE IMPACTS ON LOCAL 
COMMUNITIES 


 
The DEIS greatly underestimates increases in noise levels and vibration caused by the Project.  
See Indian River’s Comments at 17-21.  The Agency fails to follow its own Noise Manual and 
uses faulty methodology to conclude that “the Project would have no permanent noise impacts.”  
Id. at 21 (quoting DEIS at 5-49).  We believe these concerns are legitimate and need to be 
addressed by the Agency. 


H. THE DEIS IMPROPERLY EXCLUDED LOCAL AUTHORITIES FROM 
 NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT CONSULTATION 
 
Despite NHPA regulations requiring the Agency to invite local governments to participate in a 
consultation to identify historic and archaeological resources that could be affected by the 
Project, the FRA selectively chose “certified” localities that were more likely to support the 
Project.  See Indian River’s Comments at 21-24.  As Indian River County explains, the flawed 
consultation and the DEIS failed to identify multiple archaeological and historic resources.  We 
believe this concern is legitimate and needs to be addressed by the Agency.  


I. THE DEIS FAILS TO CONSIDER THE PROJECT’S IMPACTS ON 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AREAS 


 
The DEIS fails to identify five Community Redevelopment Areas (“CRAs”) in Martin County 
that the Project would bisect.  As Martin County explains in its Comments, the Project would 
have a disproportionate detrimental impact on low-income areas in the County.  The DEIS does 
not address populations that travel primarily by walking and bicycling.  Nor does it address the 
detrimental impact it would have on small businesses in these CRAs.  See Martin County’s 
Comments at 25-31, ex. N.  These are serious concerns that need to be addressed by the Agency. 


J. THE DEIS BASES ITS ENDANGERED SPECIES ANALYSIS ON INCOMPLETE 
OR INADEQUATE WILDLIFE DATA 


 
Martin County raises important concerns related to the DEIS’s flawed endangered species 
analysis.  See Martin County’s Comments at 21-24.  The DEIS fails to (1) identify preserved rare 
and unique upland areas (scrub), (2) provide potential impacts on state and federal listed animal 
and plant species, and (3) provide mitigation measures for these listed animal and plant species. 
We urge the Agency to examine these significant concerns. 
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IV. IF THE PROJECT GOES FORWARD, THE FRA MUST ENSURE THAT 


APPROPRIATE AND MEANINGFUL MITIGATION MEASURES ARE TAKEN 
 
The Town of Jupiter Island is opposed to the Project as currently conceived and urges the FRA 
to reject the Project.  At a minimum, the FRA should prepare a supplemental DEIS that 
adequately addresses all of the concerns identified above, as well as those raised by other parties 
submitting comments on the DEIS.  But if the FRA moves forward with preparation of a Final 
EIS, it must ensure that appropriate mitigation measures are implemented, and it must develop an 
appropriate plan for monitoring the effectiveness of those measures.   
 
It is impossible for the Town to identify – and comment on – all appropriate mitigation measures 
until the FRA (i) provides a comprehensive and accurate account of the Project’s actual safety 
impacts, and (ii) publishes its safety recommendations for the Project.  Nevertheless, even in the 
absence of such information, it is clear that the Agency should implement the following three 
mitigation measures:   
 
First, the Project should not go forward unless the St. Lucie, Loxahatchee, and New River 
bridges are replaced in their entirety with modern, safe bridges that do not adversely impact 
navigation and do no create adverse noise, vibration or visual impacts on the surrounding 
communities.   
 
Second, the Project should not go forward without implementation of a full suite of rail-related 
safety measures – not merely the vague plans discussed in the DEIS (such as the preparation of a 
comprehensive safety plan), but also such the creation of a sealed corridor at all at-grade 
crossings and the installation of pedestrian gates at where sidewalks are present on either side of 
the rail line, at the expense of the project, not the adjoining counties, cities and towns.   
 
Third, the FRA should develop a comprehensive mitigation monitoring plan, to ensure that any 
mitigation measures discussed in the final EIS and committed to by the Agency and AAF are in 
fact implemented.   
 
Indian River and Martin Counties have also identified other specific mitigation measures that 
should be taken.  Finally, the FRA should also compare – in a supplemental DEIS – the pros and 
cons of imposing speed limits at each grade crossing.  It should include in its discussion an 
examination of whether such limits would reduce the risk of potential accidents, and if so, would 
those benefits be offset by increased traffic delays. 
 
V. CONCLUSION 
 
The Project is poorly conceived and threatens unacceptable adverse impacts to the safety and 
welfare of Florida's citizens.  Particularly, as a direct impact to the residents of the Town of 
Jupiter Island, the safety and security of our citizens are threatened by delays to EMS, Medical 
Transport, Fire and Public Safety Officers.  For those reasons, the FRA should reject the Project.  
At a bare minimum, the FRA should refrain from proceeding with the Project until it prepares a 
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supplemental DEIS adequately addressing the concerns raised in these comments and in the 
comments submitted by other concerned citizens and entities. 
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U.S. Department of Transportation 


Federal Railroad Administration 


Office of Safety RRS-23 


Highway Rail Crossing and Trespasser Program Division 


ON-SITE ENGINEERING FIELD REPORT — Part 1 


All Aboard Florida 


Background: 


FRA Headquarters, in conjunction with the Region 3 office, assisted in the diagnostic safety 


review of the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railway grade crossings between Miami-Dade to St. Lucie 


counties. This is due to High Speed Passenger Rail service being planned between Miami and 


Orlando, known as "All Aboard Florida". Beginning February 4, 2014 and ending on March 7, 2014, 


a total of 263 public and private grade crossings were assessed. Participants included officials from 


Florida Depai 	tment of Transportation (FDOT), FEC, All Aboard Florida (AAF); including local city 


and county officials at some locations. 


For the purposes of this report, Part 1 represents the diagnostic review taken place from 


Miami-Dade to St. Lucie Counties. Part 2 designates the diagnostic review from Indian River County 


to Cocoa Beach, which is expected to occur in mid - to - late June 2014. There are approximately 90 


grade crossings in Part 2. The segment between Cocoa Beach and Orlando will be designed for 125 


MPH, however, AAF will not be traversing over any at-grade crossings along that rail corridor. 


Scope: 


Crossing locations between Miami to north of West Palm Beach are being designed for a 


maximum authorized speed of 79 MPH. The 110 MPH segment begins/ends at 30th Street in West 


Palm Beach (milepost 297.40), and continues through the Private Road Crossing in Indrio (milepost 


233.90). Within the 110 MPH segment, train speeds are lowered to conventional rail limits where 


civil constraints exist; such as curves or draw bridges, which are noted on the accompanying field 


design plans. 


Currently the design plans are at 30%. The next reiteration will be at 90%. Therefore, the 


decisions for the grade crossing signaling equipment and warning devices will be determined fairly 


soon. 


The existing crossing signaling equipment contain a mix of signal cases and relay houses, 


equipped with either Phase Motion Detectors (PMD-1) or HXP 3R2's highway crossing processors. 
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Each crossing location will eventually consist of relay houses equipped with GE Transportation's 


ElectroLoglXS XP4 for constant warning time as part of this project For 110 MPH, the crossing 


circuits beyond the 79 MPH standard will utilize a GE device linked through the PTC system for the 


advanced crossing starts. The technology will diagnose a health check to determine whether or not 


all roadway/pedestrian gates are in the down position. 


Results: 


Of the 263 grade crossings in Part 1, there are 57 crossing locations affected for Sealed 


Corridor treatments within the 110 MPH territory. Officials from All Aboard Florida passenger rail 


project (herein the "Project") have openly expressed that the proposed 110 MPH segment will NOT 


incorporate the "Sealed Corridor" concept as outlined in FRA's Highway-Rail Grade Crossing 


Guidelines for High-Speed Passenger Rail, Version 1.0 (November 2009). They stated that since 


these are "guidelines, not regulations" as quoted on page iii, in which they are not obligated to 


incorporate any of the described crossing treatments as illustrated in the document. The Project 


estimates that in doing so would incur an additional financial burden of about $47 mil. 


In my professional opinion, I respectfully disagree with the Project's approach in that they 


are not exercising appropriate safety practices and reasonable care when designing for High Speed 


Passenger Rail service. I explained to the entire diagnostic team how important it was to adopt the 


principles of the Sealed Corridor approach. However, it was clearly evident that the Project was not 


pursuing such concept 


As a result, the Project has directed their signaling engineering consultants to design 


crossings to ONLY accommodate for the additional track while complying with the MUTCD - but not 


to incorporate any of the Sealed Corridor treatments. Furthermore, since there is a completely 


different philosophical view towards safety between the Project and I, the accompanying marked-


up design plans and field notes are notably different  from the Project's design plans; particularly 


along the 110 MPH segment. The Project has been maintaining a running log noting my Sealed 


Corridor recommendations. 


Officials from FDOT's Rail Office are not taking a position, one way or the other, at this time. 
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Safety Recommendations: 


The following are recommendations made to the Project based upon my on-site field assessments 


during the diagnostic safety review: 


A. Pedestrian gates - there are certain locations along the corridor in which sidewalks are 


present on both sides of the railroad right-of-way, but do not follow through. Some of these 


sidewalks do not comply with today's ADA's standards, however pedestrian travel is 


evident due to the worn foot path on the surface, and general witnessing of usage. Typically 


the roadway gate covers the entrance side of the adjacent sidewalk, but there are no 


pedestrian gates on the opposite quadrants. The Project stated if there is no agreement 


with the city or county for the service and maintenance of a pedestrian gate assembly, they 


will not install them. 


Trespassing is an epidemic along this corridor. Rather than encourage it, it is recommended 


per my field notes at those particular locations to equip sidewalk approaches with a visual 


and gated barrier. This is to provide safe passage of pedestrians through a very active rail 


line and prevents those from walking into an open railway corridor; or directing them onto 


the street - irrespective if there is an agreement or not. 


B. Vehicle Presence Detection - for those public and private crossings between 80-110 MPH 


in Part 1 to be equipped with a Vehicle Presence Detection ("VPD") system. The entire FEC 


corridor is equipped with Cab Signaling control. Presence detection will serve as a long term 


obstacle system, where the presence of a vehicle within the crossing area for a fixed length 


of time would be reported as an alarm through the remote monitoring system, irrespective 


of the approach of a train. Subsequently, for those 3-Quadrant and 4-Quadrant gated grade 


crossings between 80 - 110 MPH (as identified further below), it is recommended that either 


through the activation of a loop detector and/or a vertical exit gate (indicating a roadway 


vehicle is occupying the crossing) that a vehicle is detected by the train as a "feedback loop" 


of information; resulting in a loss of cab-signals, thus placing the train in an automatic speed 


restriction. 


Motor vehicles stalled, or trapped on a crossing due to queuing, present a derailment 


hazard; and in multiple track territory or where freight equipment is standing on adjacent 


sidings or industry tracks, derailments can result in catastrophic secondary collisions. 


Therefore, presence detection providing feedback to the train control system to high speed 
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trains traveling along this FEC corridor be active in order to minimize the possibility of 


derailments as well. 


Recommending a VPD system is due to the following safety reasons: 


1. Field observations with vehicular traffic stopping on tracks 


2. Safety concerns expressed by city, county and FDOT officials 


3. Several crossings with reduced or no vehicle clearance at roadway T-intersections 


4. Vehicles yielding to oncoming traffic while on tracks at non-signalized T-


intersections 


5. Motorists / Commercial Vehicles queuing over tracks due to 4-way stop 


intersection, and vehicles entering adjacent driveways and parking lots 


6. The multiple track surfaces enables motorists to make U-turns or cut thru's easier 


7. Severely skewed crossings 


8. Acute-angled crossings with main gates perpendicular to the vehicular roadway 


C. Sealed Corridor Treatments - the following grade crossing locations arc the 


recommended Sealed Corridor Treatments required by the Project to install: 


Four-Quadrant Gates (also referred as exit gates) (41) 


Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 


30th  Street West Palm Beach 297.40 272 406 1 


Inlet Blvd. Rivera Beach 295.45 272 400 T 


Flagler Street Rivera Beach 295.15 272 399 B 


Silver Beach Road Lake Park 293.75 272 389 V 


Park Ave Lake Park 293.30 272 387 G 


Richard Road Palm Beach Gardens 292.20 272 385 T 


Lighthouse Drive Palm Beach Gardens 291.70 272 384 L 


RCA Blvd. Palm Beach Gardens 290.30 272 382 X 


Fred Small Road Jupiter 286.20 273 020 P 


Toney Penna Dr. * Jupiter 284.20 272 378 H 


Gleason Street Hobe Sound 274.50 272 367 V 


Bridge Road Hobe Sound 274.10 272 366 N 


Pettway Street Hobe Sound 272.70 272 365 G 


Crossrip Street Salerno 271.40 272 362 L 


Osprey Street Salerno 270.90 272 934 K 
Cove Road Salerno 267.14 272 359 D 


Broward Street Salerno 266.80 272 358 W 


Salerno Road Salerno 266.60 272 357 P 


Seaward Street ** Salerno 266.50 272 356 H 
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Monterey Road Stuart 263.30 272 353 M 


SR AlA Stuart 262.50 272 350 S 


Florida Street Stuart 262.30 272 349 X 


Palmetto Drive Rio 257.40 272 342 A 


Jenson Beach Blvd. Rio 256.80 272 340 L 


Pitchford Land* *  Rio 256.20 272 338 K 


Skyline Drive Rio 255.50 272 337 D 


County Line Road Rio 255.30 272 336 W 


Walton Road Walton 252.50 272 332 U 


Midway Road Walton 246.30 272 331 M 


Savannah Road Fort Pierce 243.80 272 330 F 


No. Bch. Causeway Indrio j 239.80 272 218 U 


Shimoner Ln. *** lndrio 239.50 272 217 M 


Tarmac Road*** lndrio 239.20 272 215 Y 


St. Lucie Lane Indrio 238.80 272 214 S 


Chamberlain Blvd. lndrio 238.40 272 213 K 


Milton Road lndrio 237.80 272 211 W 


Torpey Road lndrio 237.10 272 210 P 


Rouse Road Indrio 236.70 272 209 V 


Michigan Street Indrio 236.10 272 208 N 


Wilcox Road lndrio 235.60 272 207 G 


Harbor Branch Rd Indrio 235.10 272 206 A 


* - Last crossing location (northbound) for proposed Tri-Rail service 


** - Recommend to be CLOSED 


*** - Private Crossing 


100-foot Non-traversable Medians * (7) 


Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 
is 


36 	Street West Palm Beach 297.10 272 405 C 


45 th  Street West Palm Beach 296.65 272 403 N 


49 th  Street West Palm Beach 296.30 272 240 G 


County Line Road Hobe Sound 280.90 272 372 S 


Park Road Hobe Sound 277.70 272 370 D 


SR AlA ** Salerno 268.65 272 360 X 


Avenue A Fort Pierce 241.30 272 238 F 


* Please note: if for any reason the Project and the respective municipality cannot agree on 


the median treatment, then those location(s) be equipped with exit gates. 


** Medians to he at least 150-feet each approach due to severe roadway skew. 
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Three -Quadrant Gates (due to a median present on the opposite side) (6) 


Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 


Blue Heron Blvd. Rivera Beach 294.90 272 390 P 


Burns Road Palm Beach Gardens 290.80 272 383 E 


Hood Road Palm Beach Gardens 288.50 272 380 J 


Donald Ross Road Palm Beach Gardens 287.20 272 379 P 


lndiantown Road Jupiter 283.60 272 377 B 


Orange Avenue Fort Pierce 241.50 272 239 M 


Private (6 locations within 110 MPH) 


Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 


Miracle Way * Rio 257.10 272 341 T 


Pitchford Lnd ** Rio 256.20 272 338 K 


Shimoner Ln lndrio 239.50 272 217 M 


Tarmac Road ** lndrio 239.20 272 215 Y 


Private Road * Indrio 234.50 272 205 T 


Private Road * lndrio 233.90 272 204 L 


*- Recommend locked gate with procedures seeking permission from R.R. dispatch to cross. 


**- Recommend the Project to equip with Four-Quadrant Gates (including VPD) 


Closed (17) 	Please note: Officials from the city or county are not taking a position, one 


way or the other, at this time. 


Street Name City/Town Milepost DOT # 


179th  Street Aventura 353.60 272 602 R 


141st  Street * North Miami Beach 356.12 272 609 N 


Third Street Hallandale 350.30 272 591 F 


Monroe Street Hollywood 349.03 272 588 X 


Fillmore Street Hollywood 348.52 272 585 C 


Garfield Street Hollywood 348.07 272 582 G 


Dania Blvd * Dania Beach 345.94 272 574 P 


First Street * Dania Beach 345.81 272 573 H 


22 nd Street Fort Lauderdale 342.96 272 566 X 
D 


9i Street Fort Lauderdale 341.80 272 661 N 


6 th  Street * Fort Lauderdale 341.56 272 559 M 


5th  Street * Fort Lauderdale 341.45 272 558 F 


g od  Street Pompano Beach 333.31 272 534 5 


4th  Street Deerfield Beach 327.41 272 513 Y 


2"d  Street Deerfield Beach 326.81 272 511 K 


Hunter Street West Palm Beach 303.18 272 450 W 


Seaward Street Salerno 266.50 272 356 H 


*- or possible one-way 
"- only crossing to be closed along 110 MPH segment 
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Conclusion: 


Based upon my professional background and experience in regards to grade crossing safety, 


I strongly recommend officials from All Aboard Florida to adhere to the principles as outlined in the 


FRA's guidelines for Emerging High-Speed Rail (80-110 MPH). In doing so incorporates the 


optimum safety practices in the engineering and design of their crossing locations for the following 


reasons: 


I. The operating dynamics are significantly changing within the existing environment of 


the grade crossings, along with an already an active freight operation that will include: 


The addition of 16 round-trip trains (32 total) at 110 MPH 


The eventual inclusion of Tri-rail Commuter Rail service, which will add 74 trains. 


Changing from single track to multiple track configurations. 


II. Densely settled neighborhoods with congested roadways 


Ill. 	As many as 5 traffic lanes in the oncoming direction at T-intersections 


In summary, as the travelling public begins to assimilate to a substantial increase in railroad 


operations - by incorporating enhanced railroad signaling technology and increased active highway 


warning devices are paramount to ensuring safety awareness as both entities interact with one 


another. Therefore, equipping crossing locations with the recommended actions, as outlined above 


in this report, will dramatically reduce potential safety hazards and catastrophic events. 


Report Respectfully Submitted By: 


Frank A. Frey, Gen. Engineer-HSR 


Federal Railroad Administration I U.S. DOT 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
RRS-23 I W33-447 
Washington, DC 20590 
(202) 493-0130 
iPhone (202) 738-2195 


frank.frey@dot.gov  


March 20, 2014 
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Cerabino: All Aboard Florida’s ridership estimates a field of dreams 
The Palm Beach Post 
By Frank Cerabino  
 
Now that the groundbreaking of the All Aboard Florida station in West Palm Beach has begun 
we can all look forward to the near future when 3.4-5.1 million train passengers a year will be 
stopping or passing through the yet-to-be-built downtown station. 
 
At least that’s the projected figures from a ridership survey proffered by the rail company. 
 
Where exactly are all these future riders? Who knows? 
 
They weren’t at the groundbreaking on the new station. It was closed to the public. 
Maybe they were riding Tri-Rail that day. Last year, Tri-Rail, a government subsidized rail 
service between Miami and West Palm Beach, had 4.4 million riders. 
 
You think these rail commuters are going to jump to All Aboard Florida for a quicker trip with 
fewer stops and more comfort? 
 
Maybe some will. 
 
But considering that you can get from Miami to West Palm Beach on Tri-Rail for $6.90, and that 
the Miami-to-West Palm Beach ticket on All Aboard Florida has been projected to be as low as 
$23.77, I’m guessing all those job commuters and students I see on Tri-Rail aren’t waiting for the 
day that they can more-than-triple their commuting costs. 
 
Public transportation in South Florida is essentially what people do when they don’t have a 
better option. 
 
So maybe it’s the tourists who will bring this gleaming new All Aboard Florida station in West 
Palm Beach to life. 
 
Let’s look at the math. 
 
The ridership survey’s conservative estimate is that 1.94 million people a year will ride All 
Aboard Florida just between its Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach stations. And 
then another 1.53 million will be taking the train each year between the South Florida stations 
and Orlando, the line’s other stop. 
 
When you add all those short and long-haul trips, you get the 3.47 million that is the line’s 
conservative estimate of expected riders for the year. 
 
There are 16 trains going each way every day, and a capacity of 400 seats on each train. So you 
can break down these yearly estimates in numbers that are easier to envision. 
 







It breaks down to 9,509 riders a day. And if you divide them equally over the 16 trips going 
north and 16 trips going south each day, you end up with each train car filled with 297 riders — 
making each train three-quarters filled. 
 
Do you believe that? 
 
Do you think that the 9 p.m. southbound train pulling into West Palm Beach on a Monday in 
late August is going to have nearly 300 people aboard? 
 
I don’t either. 
 
Well, that’s just an average. So maybe the summer trains will be nearly empty. OK, if so, that 
would mean that 600 or 700 people would have to be riding those 400-seat trains during the 
tourist season. 
 
And according to the projections, most of those riders will be just going between Miami and 
West Palm Beach. 
 
For what, exactly? What will make tourists line up to spend about $50 per person for a round-
trip ticket between Miami and West Palm Beach? 
 
Maybe some things will. But to make these ridership numbers work, you’d need 1.94 million 
tourists lining up for the higher-priced version of South Florida rail travel every year. And if 
you divide that by 365 days in a year, and then divide again by the 32 daily trains, you get 166 
tourists on each train between Miami, Fort Lauderdale and West Palm Beach. All year long. For 
every train. 
 
That’s putting a lot of pressure on the quilt shows at the Palm Beach County Convention 
Center. 
 
And these estimates are the conservative ones. If you look at All Aboard Florida’s rosiest 
projection of 5. 1 million annual riders in 2019, that would put an average of 437 people on each 
of the 400-seat trains all year long. 
 
So I look at this month’s groundbreaking for the All Aboard Florida station in West Palm Beach 
as more of an act of faith than an act of construction. 
 
Like that heart-warming tale of the baseball diamond carved out in an Iowa cornfield, we’ve 
entered the realm of magical realism, a build-it-and-they-will-come era. 
 
We’re building a track of dreams, a dream that’s a lot easier to believe if you avoid looking at 
the numbers. 
 
 
See the original article here: The Palm Beach Post 
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From: Marilee Henneberger
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Traffic issues
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 12:11:06 PM

I live in Palm Beach Gardens, a community that will be heavily impacted by the proposed AAF trains passing
 through. My main concerns are with the impacts all these trains will have on traffic problems along their route.

Even today, with existing trains, road closures cause extensive backups as motorists wait and idle at busy
 intersections, often extending back from and sometimes blocking crossings through other intersections. When
 added to current frequent bridge risings on the half hour on many of the same roads, traffic tie-up problems exist
 today. These problems will get worse, much worse, with all the proposed AAF trains running north and south
 through the same areas.

The railroad tracks pass through densely  populated and trafficked SE Florida communities from Miami into the
 Treasure Coast. The trains run north to south, with most traffic running east to west. This means that east west
 traffic will be held up, delaying emergency vehicles, people driving to and from work, school buses, and everyone
 with business along the eastern corridor. Then of course, we have the problem of bridge raising for trains on the
 waterways, which will impede boat traffic in some areas.

What will happen, without any question,  is impeded traffic, noise and danger without benefit of access [only 4
 stations on the entire route?] to the trains by local communities. The impact of these trains are going to be strongly
 negative, not positive. If the idea being promoted is to aid and encourage tourism in south Florida, it should be
 noted that the trains will bypass the communities that might benefit.

I would also like to point out that the Tri-Rail system operates between West Palm Beach and Miami, which has
 numerous stops along the way. AAF does not connect with it, which I consider bad planning. What about the
 inevitable redundancies?

If only AAF had found a way to travel from Miami to Orlando using a more westerly route, I might have been able
 to strongly support the concept of high speed train travel in Florida. As it exists, however, I am strongly opposed to
 All Aboard Florida because of the many problems it cause in the densely populated corridor the trains will pass
 through.

Marilee Henneberger
Palm Beach Gardens, Florida
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From: Len Wilson
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train ! ! !
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 5:58:19 PM

As a unit owner and resident of Vista Royale, which is directly effected by the increased in rail
 traffic, and will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, and the separation from
 emergency services, located west of the RR tracks, I and many of the 2200 residents and
 voters in this community ask the commission reconsider the request from AAF, and denies all
 applications..We are in full support of our Board of Directors resolution.

. Len Wilson,  88 Crooked Tree Lane Vero Beach, FL 32958-- 
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From: Sue Docktor
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train damage to Treasure Coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 5:03:29 PM

Dear Mr. Winkle,
Please do not approve the proposed plan for All Aboard Florida. To use
taxpayer money for absolutely no benefit to the  Treasure coast would be
a disgrace.  Not only can the Treasure coast not use this train but it
will devastate the communities by lowering property values, bring
traffic to a halt and possibly create a dangerous condition by
inhibiting police and rescue vehicles from being able to enter and exit
the barrier island.

I reside on "North Hutchinson " Island in St. Lucie Country.  We have
one method of ingress and egress from the Island to the mainland within
20 miles of my residence. That access is across a draw bridge which is
immediately adjacent  to one railroad track. All of this presents a
barrier before I can reach the mainland and US 1.  With 32 trains going
by downtown Fort Pierce would be inaccessible. Especially when there is
only one track available to them. In order to resolve this impediment 
The tracks would have to be moved so that the tracks go over or under
the road. If the present project is approved and a train(s) is/are on
the track there is no hospital within 20 miles of my residence making
emergency vehicles blocked from entering or exiting the island.

There is no benefit to anyone on the island and only detriment.
Taxpayers should not be asked to pay for private enterprise to benefit
and inconvenience us or worse damage our property value and our lifestyle.
Thank you in advance for denying the request for All Aboard Florida.

Sincerely, Susan A. Docktor

3100 North Highway A1A Apt PHA1
fort Pierce Florida 34949
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From: Dean Baumgartner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; john.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Train Derailed immediately before the St Lucie River Train Bridge in 2004
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:48:54 AM

The AAF lied and omitted so much from their
 report…
Imagine if the derailment had only been another ¼
 mile down the track… on the bridge crossing in
 Stuart… the potential for chemical spills in our
 rivers is real.  Imagine if the contents in the
 overturned train derailment in 2004 were chemical
 instead of the stated 100 tons of rock???
Certainly with more trains on the tracks the
 potential is much greater!
STOP THE GOD DAMN TRAIN!!!  We don’t need
 more issues.
31 cars of 180-car train derail in Florida on Sat.
 night
 
(Stuart, Florida) July 26, 2004 - Authorities are investigating a train
 derailment in Florida after 31 cars in the middle of a 180-car train
 derailed 40 miles north of West Palm Beach on Saturday night.

As a result the route between Jacksonville and Miami has been closed but is
 expected to re-open Monday.

Officials say each of the derailed cars contained 100 tons of rock.

Witnesses like Bill Fulton were alerted when they heard unusually loud
 noises coming from the tracks, "It sounded like the train was coming right
 through our house, so I quickly ran to the window to see what was
 happening, and what I saw was kinda strange. There were sparks flying all
 over the place, and the train had just jumped the track, and as I was
 watching all of the trains just started collapsing like an accordion. It was
 really something."

No injuries have been reported.
posted 10:42am by Chris Rees

 
 
Dean Baumgartner
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20 Banyan Rd
Stuart, FL 34996
 



From: Karen Viener
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Train Expansion
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:00:45 PM

We are being Gruberized!

The proposed plan for passenger rail service, called All Aboard Florida, is a cynical 
effort to snooker the people of the beautiful Treasure Coast.  I suspect it is actually a 
Trojan horse for the real goal of increasing freight traffic, due to the widening of the 
Panama Canal.

Fact: There is no clamoring demand for passenger rail service between Orlando and 
Miami, and no money in it (only Amtrak on the northeast corridor makes money).  

Normal life and commerce will be severely disrupted for citizens and boaters in the 
transversed communities.  
 
Relocating rail traffic to the west where it belongs and the emerging concept of 
making the current right of way a green way (rails to trails), would be a once in a 
lifetime opportunity, and deserving of a government subsidy.

The All Aboard Florida advocates are counting on the "stupidity of the (Treasure 
Coast) people" and "lack of transparency" to get their  "passenger concept" approved 
so that when it "fails" service can be swapped out for freight. We should not allow it.   

Sincerely,

Karen Viener 
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From: bhahnski@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train in Florida
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:34:46 PM

I live in Port Saint Lucie, Florida and feel the "All Aboard Florida" proposed train is a ridiculous idea in the
 path they have proposed.  It WILL NOT benefit any of us here on the Treasure Coast and Space Coast,
 yet it is scheduled to pass through multiple times per day.
 
It will only create a lot of noise, pollution, and many inconveniences to everyone living here, working here,
 playing here, and/or vacationing here.
 
Why not put it in the middle of the state where it won't be a bother to anyone???????
 
Thank You!
 
Bonnie Hahn
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From: Patricia Blumberg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train is a NO
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 3:51:57 PM

All aboard Florida will be a disaster to those who live by the railroad tracks.  Move this train idea to the central area
 of Florida that already has tracks.  You will be decreasing real estate value all along this route if it runs.  PLEASE
 do as the voters want and move the course!
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From: Gerald Wilgus
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train objection
Date: Monday, November 10, 2014 7:54:33 PM

This is for the record.  I am opposed to the All Aboard train running thru Vero Beach for
 several reasons:

1.  32 trains/ day is more than one per hour in addition to the other train traffic which
 necessities closing the crossing.  Although the literature claims that it takes only one  minute
 for the train to pass a crossing, it does not consider the time it takes to have the train crossing
 prepare for the actual train crossing the tracks.  Vero Beach is a vibrant community and the
 frequent crossing is definitely a safety hazard in addition to the aggregation it will add to local
 citizens. 

2.  The tracks are not suitable for high speed trains.  The cost of retro-fitting the tracks cannot
 be an advantage.  The train going through the middle of the state west of I95 makes more
 sense as freight already runs on those tracks.  

3.  The noise from the trains cannot be diminished.  We live less than a mile away from the
 tracks and can still hear the current running trains. We don't want to hear them 24/7. 

4.  People try to outrun the train now by going around the gates.  What will happen when there
 are high speed trains?

These trains have absolutely no advantage to Vero Beach and other communities in its path.  I
 object to it strongly.  Why would you try to split so many small towns along the coast in half
 by running these trains?  The few jobs that may be created are in Miami and Orlando.
  Another no advantage to Vero Beach.  Surely, there is a more direct route than on the coast.

Thank you,
Gerald Wilgus 
Sent from my iPad
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From: Sharon Colonis
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train Project
Date: Saturday, September 27, 2014 10:12:40 AM

As a resident of Florida and unit owner at Vista Royale, which is directly effected by the
 increase in rail traffic, and will be subject to the full brunt of the noise pollution, and the
 separation from emergency services, located west of the RR tracks, I and many of the 2200
 residents and voters in this community ask the commission reconsider the request from AAF,
 and denies all applications..We are in full support of our Board of Directors resolution.

Sharon Colonis 80 Crooked tree Lane, Vero Beach, Florida

RESOLUTION

Be It Resolved That the Vista Royale Board of Directors, representing a senior community of
 1512 condos in Indian River County, bordering Route 1 and the current railroad tracks, is
 overwhelmingly against the All Aboard Florida proposal to add tracks allowing up to 32
 passenger trains a day, travelling at high speeds, very close to our community. There are
 presently 3 railroad crossings (Oslo Road, 1st Street and 4th Street) that will be directly
 affected by the planned tracks and trains, limiting our access to emergency services, shopping
 and daily travel throughout Indian River County, as well as the safety issues associated with
 the additional trains.

Residents of Vista Royale are presently disturbed by the existing train noise throughout the
 day and night, and any additional trains and noise associated with them will only exacerbate
 this level of disturbance and severely limit our peaceful use of the many outdoor activities we
 currently enjoy. We are also concerned that Vista Royale’s properties will decline in value
 because of the diminished access to our community and the increased noise generated by the
 high speed trains.

We request you utilize all of your efforts to STOP THIS TRAIN PROJECT FROM GOING
 FORWARD.
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From: padregeh@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train Service from Miami to Orlando
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 12:23:26 PM

I would like to go on record opposing the current plan to have the railroad from West
 Palm Beach to Cocoa and then to Orlando.  There will be a considerable impact on
 the Treasure Coast as itFlor is an area where people from the cities and the North
 live in a relaxed environment.  Passenger and freight trains will disrupt the residents
 near the railroad and the tranquility of the area as well as our parks.
 
I am supportive of high speed rail between Miami and Orlando.  It could be an
 advantage to those living in the Miami, Ft. Lauderdale, West Palm Beach, and
 Orlando areas.  The Federal Government should support high speed rail along the
 Florida Turnpike.  It could make travel even faster for higher speed trains could use
 the current tracks.  The current roadbed through Jupiter, Stuart, Port St. Lucie and
 Vero Beach could be made into a greenway for cyclists, walkers, and joggers. 
 
You have already received hundreds of comments from local citizens.  The comments
 should be taken seriously as the people have spoken. 
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From: Brian Ducharme
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train thru Jupiter
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:56:29 PM

Dear John Winkle,
We own property on the Loxahatchee River and boat a lot. We are very concerned with the train bridge openings.
 We NEED access to the inlet and the ocean!

Brian Ducharme
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From: Ken"s
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: Gail Barackman
Subject: Train traffic in Stuart
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:58:45 AM

I do not think that the issues (negative impact) that increased train traffic in downtown Stuart
 caused have been addressed.

Access to the hospital 

Impact on downtown dinning and shoping

Boating and real estate negative impact.

Ken Barackman
561-445-7290
744 NW Spruce Drive
Stuart Fl 34994
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From: e yeto figure out what to do with them
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: train traffic
Date: Wednesday, November 26, 2014 9:00:23 AM

Please consider the extremely negative impact of the proposed 'All Aboard' train traffic to the Jensen
 Beach/Rio area. There appear to be alternative train tracks that could be used rather than the outmoded
 1920/30's bridges and crossing systems that service the Jensen Beach/Rio train corridor. Safety of the
 high speed trains AND the local community must be paramount in any decision made.
 
Christine Zwinscher
Palm Circle Park
Jensen Beach FL 
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From: eileen keyser
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 8:30:21 PM

a. please have clean workable wheelchair assessable bathrooms

b. """assign seats next to the restrooms for persons in or use wheelchairs and their
 assistants  """ 

c.  please note, its very difficult getting in and out of  wheelchairs from aisle seats

d. its difficulty to navigate  wheelchairs the chairs through the aisles  and from car to car

thanks     Eileen Keyser
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From: Tom Ryan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, October 27, 2014 5:01:47 AM

Keep your train !!

Sent from my iPad
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From: James T
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: TRAIN
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:07:01 AM

Mr. Winkle

 Could you and the representatives making the decisions that are going to affect
the quality of lives of the citizens and visitors of the Treasure Coast please come
down and take a train ride to understand what is about to happen to our paradise?

TRY GETTING AWAY FROM YOUR DESK AND SEE FOR YOURSELF .

THANK YOU

DAVID TODD
8294 SE LAGOON DRIVE
HOBE SOUND, FL 33455

772-245-8004
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From: Gayle Othmer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 9:13:48 PM

I have only one question.  What is Vero getting out of having this train going through?  If you
 can explain to me what or how this will be good for our community, maybe then, but not now.

Gayle Othmer

2126 31 Ave.

Vero Beach

32960
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From: Nancy Silverberg
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Saturday, November 8, 2014 9:55:04 AM

I am writing to voice my opinion on the All Aboard Florida train issue.  I am very
 opposed to having the trains come through our town of Jensen Beach up to 32 times
 a day.  This is a quiet small town area that will be ruined by such train traffic.  This
 affects the car, foot, and boat traffic in our area.  Please find another solution to this
 train in our area.

Sincerely,
Nancy Silverberg
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From: Rick Drewes
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 7:33:56 AM

The high speed rail will ruin the quality of life on the Treasure Coast ! The train will also be a fast direct drug line
 between Miami and Orlando ! Thanks Rick Scott for helping another friend and stealing millions of dollars while
 raping Florida !!

Sent from my iPhone
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From: James Kenyon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Sunday, November 23, 2014 4:59:40 PM

Dear Sir, Madam,
I run a 153 ft motor yacht for a living, and up till now have gone to Lauderdale Marine Center for my bi-annual
 maintenance. I spend upwards of 900,000 dollars per year using the facility, using local contractors twice per year.
It is my understanding that train traffic on the new river may increase drastically in the future due to more trains
 using the tracks. It is already bad enough, and difficult navigating the river with current delays.  It is very tricky
 getting up there and I am frequently delayed by train traffic as it is. 
I consider it a hazard now due to currents and congestion.  It is bearable now but if train traffic gets worse than it is
 now, I will most likely look to other facilities, perhaps up in Virginia, for my maintenance. 
I felt I had to voice my concerns because it is already a bad situation.  You will make it worse allowing more trains,
 and the local economy will lose my business.
Sincerely,
James Kenyon
Master, Motoryacht Argyll

Sent from my iPad
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From: Dorothy Bernstein
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:08:49 PM

How many passengers are expected to ride trains ? Is it one
 passenger car or many cars. I do not understand a need to
 run 16 trains one way every day, there can not be than
 many passengers eager to go north/south every day all day.
Those between Miami and West Palm are not potential
 passengers?
 
Dorothy Bernstein
Delray Beach. 
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From: Patricia Noonan
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 7:48:50 AM

The State of Florida and the federal government should not allow the railroad to RUIN
 FOREVER the smaller communities along the Treasure Coast. 

Without exaggeration, those trains would ruin the economies and the way of life in these
 areas. Access to the hospital would be delayed and our towns would be paralyzed. Please
 protect us!

Patricia Noonan
6401 se Inlet Way
Stuart, FL 34996

Sent from my iPad
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From: Rich
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 1:35:32 PM

I live in Port St. Lucie and and do not want the train to go to be going by here many times a day as I live near some
 railroad tracks.
I think the idea is sound however move the tracks out of the city limits in Port St. Lucie and Fort Pierce. Moving the
 tracks east or west of the city limits would make everyone want to vote this in I realize it's an expense to do that but
 we all would be in favor of the train if you did not run right through our city 10 to 20 times a day inconveniencing
 the residence and the automobile drivers.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Betty May
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 3:07:57 PM

I live in Rio Florida. We are already forced to wait 15,20 minutes during busy times of day waiting
 for the train to pass..  If you go ahead with your plans as they stand, we will have no means to
 leave Rio, or being lucky enough to get through, its misery getting back.  If the tracks went west
 out of West Palm Beach, it would eleviate a lot of the problems. Our railroad infrastructure is old
 and not in good shape. We had a train go off the track in Stuart.  You will be taking a large part of
 the heart of Stuart.  I'm sure the owners of  this new venture (the Disney boys) don't give a darn
 about us, but if this goes through, its going to cause a lot of misery.
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From: Len & Donna
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:28:44 PM

I oppose the all aboard Florida train.  It will create a safety hazard for first responders.  Will hinder marine traffic. 
 Will be an environmental hazard.  There has not been an honest impact statement.   Also the possibility of a
 increase of freight trains will devastating to the economy of the treasure coast. 

The tracks should be moved west, out of the way of the populated areas.
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From: SAdams8174@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:54:09 AM

AAF,
     This is a bad idea, running the train through the Treasurecoast communities. The train should verr
 inland from Palm Beach to Indiantown, Fellsmere on on to Orlando. This would accommodate the freight
 along with passenger and help these inland towns. Steve Adams
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From: Maggie Krieger
To: john.winkle@dot.gov
Cc: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:10:03 AM

As a resident of Port St Lucie for more than 20 years we do not want this train coming thru here> I does
 nothing for us but cause congestion and more time spent waiting for the trains to go by. We also live on
 the water and go out thru the St. Lucie Inlet and under the train passage in Stuart, again more time spent
 waiting on bridges to be open. They can us the tracks that go thru the middle of the state or build their
 own tracks that don't effect millions of people a day. No one except for people from other countries here
 on vacation is going to use these tracks to go between Orlando and the south. we dont want these trains.

Maggie Krieger
 
772-323-5858
 
Pslsell@aol.com
 
Berkshire Hathaway HomeServices Florida Realty
Serving Port St Lucie, Martin, Palm City and Jupiter.
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From: LColl666@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:00:51 AM

Please change route of train to follow I95 , do not ruin Vero Beach for no reason.
 
Lawrence Collins

mailto:LColl666@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Joey Email
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:01:06 PM

I'm opposed to this train coming through Martin County. It will block my access to the inlet by way of the railroad
 bridge. There is already a back up on the morning with the freight trains which hold up boaters 20 to 45 minutes.
 Come up with another route.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Joseph Burke
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: train
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 7:43:02 AM

the selfish attitude of the people shoving this train on our respective communities is appalling. this is not
 about progress but rather greed on the part of the people pushing this.  give it up ,the masses don't want
 it
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From: Ronald Sides
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: TRAIN
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:04:14 AM

Since this train is not stopping in Ft. Pierce, Vero, or Melbourne. This makes in possible to run
 in the country
And not Disturb the Intercoastal area. There is a line in Okeechobee, Fl. to Palm Beach. Sorry
 but this is common sense!
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From: leticia goff
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Train
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 8:50:14 AM

My vote is an absolute “NO “      Thank you
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From: Harold Lee
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains directed through the Treasure coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 10:24:52 PM

I am vigorously opposed to the proposed plan to direct the passenger trains through the cities
 between West Palm Beach and Cocoa, Florida. Even the freight trains should be limited to
 those that haul the freight destined for the East Coast communities.

Harold Lee  

mailto:drhrlee90@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: coedrohrer48@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; coedrohrer48@aol.com
Subject: TRAINS IN PARADISE
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 9:54:46 AM

PLEASE.PLEASE, PLEASE.....................DO WHAT YOU CAN TO STOP ALL THESE TRAINS COMING
 THRU OUR INDIAN RIVER/SEBASTIAN................PARADISE.................ED ROHRER,SEBASTIAN
 FLORIDA..........

mailto:coedrohrer48@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:coedrohrer48@aol.com


From: Richard Lemoi
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains in Sebastian ,
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 12:15:37 PM

I operate a cruise boat 7 days a week up the St.Sebastian River and building a new bridge over the St.Sebastian
 River would greatly interfere with my business of ecology tours. My tours are daily from 10:00 am until 4;00 pm.
 So by tying up the river with new bridge construction would hurt my business and probably put me out of business 
Respectfully submitted

Captain Dick Lemoi
River Queen Cruises

Sent from my iPhone.  Dick.
____________________________________________________________
Apple&#39;s Crazy New Gizmo
Forget the iPhone 6. Next hit Apple product leaked. &#40;see picture&#41;
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3141/547f44f51a36244f36304st01duc

mailto:patriot110@juno.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3141/547f44f51a36244f36304st01duc


From: jtdavisson@aol.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains through eastern route
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 7:50:12 AM

I cannot understand why All Aboard Florida would send its trains through the highly populated eastern
 corridor instead of taking the route that heads over to Okeechobee...lots more empty space.
I lived in Charleston, S.C. for about 6 months and they have numerous, so called, short trains going thru
 town throughout the day. It doesn't matter how short the trains are, it disrupts traffic tremendously...and
 32 times a day in addition to regular long trains is a nightmare.
Between the trains and the bridges, getting around in Jupiter will be a challenge that can be fixed by
 changing the route. If it's not stopping in Jupiter, why send the trains through Jupiter? 

Yes, I'm a long time resident of the area; however, my opposition is for the quality of life that my
 grandkids will have if this goes through without thought to how it will affect the towns along the way.

Jan Davisson

mailto:jtdavisson@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Karl Thonnes
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains through Stuart
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 11:14:32 AM

Please scrap the plans to run 32 high speed trains through our city.
 It is insane for several obvious  reasons..
 
 
Thanks,
 
Karl Thonnes
 

Karl Thonnes/CEO
Whiting Construction, Inc.

3463 SW Deggeller Court, P.O. Drawer 1908

Palm City, FL 34990

karlthonnes@whitingconstruction.com

http://www.whitingconstruction.com/

(772) 223-1215 Office, (772) 283-5969 Fax
 

mailto:karlthonnes@whitingconstruction.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:karlthonnes@whitingconstruction.com
http://www.whitingconstruction.com/


From: hubank@msn.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains
Date: Saturday, November 29, 2014 3:33:09 PM

 BAD IDEA !!!   Going through small towns, over waterways and blocking local roads is a BAD
 IDEA.  You guys got to go with plan #2 using the westward route or follow the turnpike.  You
 have a chance to do this right by paying more upfront for the westward path. You will be held
 responsible for the damage done to our neighborhoods.   Make the right decision. Stay
 west......

mailto:hubank@msn.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Judith Tarby
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: TRAINS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 1:57:29 PM

Dear John,
The trains do not, I REPEAT, DO NOT BELONG, meandering through our small towns causing
 tremendous traffic jams and noise.
The trains need to go out west away from the major population!
Be rest assured I am not alone in my sentiments.
Make the right decision for the people!

mailto:jubu2@msn.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Vera Parkes Casselbury
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Wednesday, November 5, 2014 1:15:16 PM

I am opposed to All Aboard due to the impact it will have on the quality of life  in the Treasure Coast.
 I  suggest that the tracks that run along the Bee Lime in W Palm be used to route trains away from
 the heart of the cities.

mailto:veraparkesc@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Hollis Cavner
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:19:18 AM

I wanted to comment about the proposed addition of 32 new trains per day coming thru Tequesta and Jupiter.
As a business owner who owns a building very close to the tracks I am very concerned about the noise level of 32
 additional trains per day whether they are passenger or freight.
This will impact my resale value dramatically according to the top commercial realtors in town.
Second as a homeowner in Jupiter the congestion caused on Indiantown
 And Center street will be a nightmare trying to get to the interstate or anywhere else West of the tracks.
Third as a boater who fishes the Loxahatchee  all the time the back up at the bridge is horrible now so what is it
 going to be like when the train company  pulls this crap.
Hollis Cavner
758 N highway us 1
Tequesta
Sent from my iPhone

mailto:hcavner123@icloud.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: THOMAS G. ROBSON
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: TRAINS
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 6:30:33 PM

I MUST WRITE TO SAY HOW DISTRESSED I AM TO THINK OF THE DAMAGE
 THESE DAILY TRAINS WILL HAVE ON THE WAY OF LIFE KNOWN TO US IN
 STUART, FL.: ENVIRONMENTAL POLLUTION, NOISE POLLUTION,
 UNDESCRIBABLE TRAFFIC CONGESTION, WHICH WILL MAKE EMERGENCY
 SITUATIONS HORRIFIC!!  OUR TRAFFIC PATTERNS ARE  NOT CONDUCIVE TO
 THE ANNOYANCE, INCONVENIENCE AND DANGER OF SO MUCH ADDITIONAL
 TRAIN TRAFFIC.  OUR STREETS WERE NOT DESIGNED TO HAVE SUCH AN
 EXCESSIVE AMOUNT OF DAILY TRAINS RIPPING THROUGH OUR
 COMMUNITY. 

ON ANOTHER NOTE, THERE IS MUCH DANGER & INCONVENIENCE FOR
 BOATERS TRYING TO MANIPULATE THE WATERWAYS THAT WILL BE
 AFFECTED WITH BRIDGES DOWN SO OFTEN.  SO MANY MARINERS FROM
 THE WEST SIDE OF THE STATE USE OUR STUART WATERWAYS TO CROSS
 THE STATE TO GO TO THE BAHAMAS AND EAST COAST INTRACOASTAL
 WATERWAYS.  EMERGENCY SITUATIONS INVOLVING THE COAST GUARD
 WILL ALSO BE AFFECTED.

PLEASE, PLEASE THINK ABOUT YOUR FELLOW MAN RATHER THAN THE
 ALMIGHTY DOLLAR.  THERE ARE ALTERNATIVES/OPTIONS AVAILABLE WITH
 MOVING THE TRACKS WEST AND STILL PROCEEDING WITH THE PLANS FOR
 ALL THIS NONSENSE.  NO STUDIES HAVE SHOWN THAT THERE WILL BE
 SUFFICIENT PASSENGERS USING THAT MANY TRAINS. 

RESPECTFULLY, A CONCERNED CITIZEN,
THOMAS ROBSON
3282 SE FAIRWAY W
STUART, FL  34997

mailto:robie3@prodigy.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Rebecca Sands
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 8:26:57 PM

This is to inform you we are not for the high speed trains running through our community of
 Micco, FL.
"Maybe" if there wasn't going to be so many trains running daily it wouldn't be so bad. 
Do you have any idea or do you care what it will do to our property values? 
I will tell you this,the state of Florida is going to pay for it in the long run when our property
 values
plummet and their real estate taxes fall of drastically. 
We do not believe you will have enough ridership on the trains to warrant all of the trains you
 plan you propose.
This is our opinion and our way of speaking out against your high speed trains running
 through our
neighborhoods on the east coast of Florida. 
Robert & Rebecca Sands
7556 Niantic Ave.
Micco, FL  32976

mailto:sandsontheroadagain@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Kay Balciuliskay
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:30:23 AM

Dear Sirs,
     We have enough trouble getting through the round abouts that go through the tracks here in
 Stuart and Jensen Beach with out 32 more trains going through. We are opposed to All
 Aboard Florida.  Kay and Charlie Balciulis

mailto:kayandcharliebal@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Linda Amidon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:16:50 AM

Hi, I live in Hobe Sound, FL, about 400 yards from the tracks. As it is I have to close the
 windows or turn the sound on my TV up to a crazy level when trains go by. To add so much
 to the traffic on the tracks, I don't think I can live here anymore because of the noise.
I really do think, on balance, that the trains will lower the quality of life of thousands in the
 communities that are affected, compared to the number of daily ticket holders.
Thanks for listening to my voice, before it is drowned out by the trains.
Respectfully,
Linda Amidon, Hobe Sound

mailto:lindaamidon@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Janet
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:05:56 PM

I am very much against the All Aboard Florida trains coming through Stuart, FL.  I live in a
 small, peaceful community and wish to keep it that way.  If an emergency occurred at my
 home, I would have to cross the tracks to get to the nearest hospital and time would be of
 the essence.  Waiting on a train would delay getting treatment.  These trains are not a
 good fit for our community.  I do not want these trains coming through Stuart, FL.  Please
 stop All Aboard Florida now!
 
Janet J. Carson 

mailto:jjc91253@aol.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Nancy Cartier
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 6:29:35 PM

How could Florida make such a stupid choice to devalue our rich tax paying properties by subjecting those of us
 who pay high taxes to live in peace. A foolish road to go down! It will further deflate our property values and
 quality of life!!!

mailto:nancycartier1209@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Laddie
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 9:29:26 AM

I am against having double tracts going through town because someone may not wait for a
 second train to pass in the other direction and get killed. This has happened!!! Please move
 the tracts west to the 95 or raise the tracts up in the air. Thanks.Alice Kruiten, Fort Pierce, FL

mailto:lkruiten@bellsouth.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Sarah DiGiacomo
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 4:44:05 PM

Please do not allow this intrusion of multiple trains per day to invade our lives.  We have worked all these years,
 saved our money, and finally bought a home in Florida.  We were looking for clean air, warm temps and the good
 life we thought we'd earned.  Now if this is allowed to happen all of the space and treasure coast communities will
 suffers and our properties will not have the value we now have.  We will also be put in danger of accidents at
 crossings, emergency vehicles delayed and the loss of peace and quiet.  As it is we hear the rumble of the wheels
 on the tracks and the horns blowing and from what we understand we will soon have even more freight passing
 through.  Say no to using these tracks.
The DiGiacomo's of Barefoot Bay, Fl.

mailto:sallydig@att.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Sarah DiGiacomo
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: TRAINS
Date: Monday, November 3, 2014 3:59:00 PM

We implore you to stop 32 passenger trains from ruining our peaceful life and degrading the value of our property. 
We live in Barefoot Bay, a community of almost 5 thousand residents, the majority elderly.  We have worked all
 our lives to live in comofrt and safety.  We will not be safe with that amount of increased traffic and barring our
 way out of here.  There are to exit roads, both of which are crossed by the tracks, which often are blocked for 20
 minutes or more by freight trains.  The fire department, ambulance and EMTs are also on the west side of the
 tracks.  The hospital is on the east side a few miles south.  So near yet so far when the road is blocked.  We will
 be imprisioned.
We ask that the trains be denied a loan and barred from increasing traffic on these tracks.

mailto:sallydig@att.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: david systrom
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Trains
Date: Sunday, October 12, 2014 12:59:24 PM

Our community of Port Salerno Florida will be seriously and negatively impacted by 32 additional trains holding up
 traffic 32  times a day with an appalling amount of  noise from clattering wheels and horns .. . Our community has a
 hospital, nursing homes and assisted living facilities near the tracks and many homes whose residents treasure their
 r tranquility.. How anyone with a conscience can consider destroying our way of life is reprehensible.

Cynthia Systrom

Port Salerno, Fl

mailto:dualitude@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: kmc305@cox.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: trains
Date: Friday, October 24, 2014 6:48:49 AM

The disruption to life, reduced property values due to noise, and safety concerns make this project irresponsible to
 citizens of Florida.
Stop the train by moving the tracks west of our towns.

Karen McMillan
Stuart, FL

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:kmc305@cox.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Elizabeth T Bright
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Treasue Coast & Trains
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 10:55:28 AM

The AAF trains and the repercussions of the 32 passenger trains daily going through the Treasure Coast will bring
 an end to the lifestyles of all who live there- This cannot happen-
and this is just the beginning as the Panama Canal is widened and Miami Harbor is dredged to deepen for the cargo
 ships from the East, the freight trains will be added to the AAF tracks -
Why aren't the train tracks in the middle of the state perfect for your needs, disturbing no one and a more efficient
 and direct route for trains from Miami to Orlando-
Lisa Bright
lbarton4@me.com

mailto:lbarton4@me.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Mary caverly
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Treasure coast comments
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 11:31:16 AM

Why were the objections and study that was done on the Treasure Coast left out of the final report?  The majority of
 the people living in that area oppose All Aboard Florida and it seems like they purposefully left that section of
 Florida out of their study.  The number of freight trains that will be coming thru our small communities will have a
 terrible impact.  I would like to see another report written to fairly represent everyone this project with affect.  Mary
 Caverly

mailto:caverlydc@earthlink.net
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Fogarty, Nicole
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Treasure Coast Delegation joint letter regarding All Aboard Florida
Date: Tuesday, October 14, 2014 2:24:23 PM
Attachments: List of Concerns for AAF.pdf

TC Delegation Letter Regarding AAF.pdf

Please see attachment.  Thank you.
 
_______________________________________________________________________________________

Nicole L. Fogarty  ●  Chief Legislative Aide ●  Representative Gayle Harrell  ●  House District 83
(772) 871-7660  ●  Fax:  (772) 871-7662  ● 751 SE Port St. Lucie Blvd ●  Port St. Lucie, FL 34984
 
(850) 717-5083  ●  214 House Office Building  ●  402 S. Monroe Street  ●  Tallahassee, FL 32309

 
Florida has a very broad public records law.  Most written communication to or from state officials regarding state business are
 considered to be public record and will be made available to the public and the media upon request.  Your email message may,
 therefore, be subject to public disclosure.
 

mailto:Nicole.Fogarty@myfloridahouse.gov
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment



Public Health  


According to the DEIS, “the project would have an overall beneficial effect on public health, 


safety and security in the rail corridor.”   


 


We believe this is to be inaccurate regarding the Treasure Coast. 


 Fifty two closures a day will have significant negative impact on emergency vehicles, 


patients and on-call physicians traveling to our communities’ hospitals. For patients being 


transported by ground or water for cardiac, stroke, neurological, OB, or respiratory 


problems even slight delays in accessing critical services can result in adverse patient 


outcomes and possibly death. 


 There is only one track through downtown Stuart and the plan does not envision the 


construction of a second track thus eliminating the coordination of simultaneous train 


crossing to reduce the number of street closures.   


 The railroad bridge was constructed in 1894 and frequently takes up to 20 minutes to 


close.  Trains coming from the south must wait for the closure of the bridge to transverse 


it.  This blocks traffic coming from the east to access Martin Memorial Hospital North.   


 Fifty two closures  a day of these roads will make it very difficult for patients living east 


of the railroad track to access the services of Martin Memorial Hospital North 


 


Safety and Traffic Operations 


 


According to the DEIS, there are 78 grade crossings on the Treasure Coast. Road closures and 


traffic delays along major roads will have a significant impact on the following roads: 


 


Indian River County 


 Oslo Road at U.S. 1 


 Oslo Road at Old Dixie Highway 


 East and westbound State Road 60, known as the Twin Pairs 


St. Lucie County 


 Seaway Drive at Florida East Coast Railroad 


 Seaway Drive at U.S. 1 


 North Causeway Bridge at Old Dixie Highway 


Martin County 


 Southeast Indian Street at Florida East Coast Railroad 


 Southeast Dixie Highway at Southeast Indian Street 


 East Monterey Road at Florida East Coast Railroad 


 Monterey Road at Southeast Dixie Highway 


 


 


 







According to the DEIS the addition of 32 passenger trains per day would create “some 


degradation” in the level of service at grade crossings.   


We feel that this is a significant understatement of the impact.  


 With more than three trains per hour at some locations, a significant percentage of those 


hours would operate under unacceptable levels of service.  This only addresses the 


addition of 32 passenger trains per day and does not include the anticipated increase in the 


number and length of freight trains. 


 The worst stretches of delays would grow from 2½ minutes to 7½ minutes each peak hour 


at Oslo Road in Indian River County; from 2 to 6½ minutes at the eastbound and 


westbound State Road 60 crossings in Vero Beach; and from 2 to 5½ minutes at the Indian 


Street/Dixie Highway crossing in Stuart. Peak-hour traffic, which now grinds to a 


standstill 4 minutes of every hour, would hit gridlock for 11½ minutes of every hour.  


 Traffic delays for motorists headed east to the barrier island on Seaway Drive and the 


railroad tracks in Fort Pierce would nearly triple.   


 Currently, freight trains can tie up northbound U.S. 1 traffic at least a city block back from 


Seaway Drive, leaving drivers sitting several minutes in the right lane, waiting for the train 


to pass.  


 There is only one track through downtown Stuart and the plan does not envision the 


construction of a second track thus eliminating the coordination of simultaneous train 


crossing to reduce the number of street closures.   


 The railroad bridge was constructed in 1894 and frequently takes up to 20 minutes to 


close.  Trains coming from the south must wait for the closure of the bridge to transverse 


it.   


 Most of the other crossings studied also showed anticipated increases in wait times. 


Economic impact 


We have great concerns about the impact of AAF on the economy of the Treasure Coast.  


 Marine industries: The railroad bridge over the St. Lucie River in Martin County was 


built in 1894 and has a very low clearance.  Most boats of any size or with a fishing tower 


cannot pass under a closed bridge.  On a routine day the bridge is down approximately 5-


10 minutes for each train traveling through down town Stuart.  The impact on the local 


marine economy in Martin County will be devastating.   


 Local businesses and restaurants: AAF tracks run through the heart of the downtown 


sections of Stuart and Ft. Pierce where many restaurants and business establishments are 


located.  Fifty road closures of road going into the cities will make it difficult to citizens 


to enter the downtown area and have a significant negative impact on the business and 


tourist establishments. 


  


Fiscal impact 


It is clear from the DEIS that a significant portion of the financial resources needed to provide 


the  upgrades of infrastructure necessary to provide passenger rail service  will not be coming 


from private sources, but will be paid for by a $1.6 billion federal loan.   


 We have grave concerns that AAF will not have the ability to repay a $1.6 billion federal 


loan given the questionable estimated ridership.   







  It is also evident from testimony of local cities and counties that there will be an addition 


fiscal impact imposed on the citizens of the Treasure Coast. 


 There are a total of 352 rail crossings including 78 grade crossings on the Treasure Coast.  


Local governments may be required to bear the construction and maintenance costs of 


upgraded railroad crossings and the costs of installing and maintaining any quiet zones.  


 AAF is creating unfunded mandates for cities and counties including the cost of crossing 


upgrades, quiet zones and increased leases.   


 


Environmental Impact 


The reports states, “the project has the potential to adversely affect land use, transportation 


(particularly traffic at-grade crossings), noise and vibration, water resources, wetlands and 


floodplains, biological communities, and protected species.” 


 


We agree with this statement. However, the report does not address the necessary mitigation 


measures required to reduce the potential adverse effects.   


 The project as proposed would significantly impact the Treasure Coast’s endangered 


environment, including our rivers and the Indian River Lagoon.  The state and local 


county governments have spent billions on efforts to restore them and have great concern 


about the impact of 52 trains per day crossing these waterways.   


 There are also many endangered species living in Jonathan Dickinson State Park which 


would be impacted.  


 The Treasure Coast would not experience the projected air quality improvements and 


energy consumption improvements since there will be no stops of AAF along the 


Treasure Coast.   


 


Quality of Life Impact 


The DEIS stated that this project would “benefit elderly and handicapped individuals by 


providing a transportation option that will enhance mobility and livability in their communities,” 


This is not true for the Treasure Coast.   


 There will be no local access to the services provided by AAF.   


 Riders will have to provide their own transportation to West Palm Beach in order to 


access AAF’s services.   


 








                                                                                                 


 


 


Treasure coast Legislative Delegation 
 


 


751 SE Port St. Lucie Blvd. 


Port St. Lucie, FL 34984 


(772) 871-7660 


FAX: (772) 871-7662 


 


 


Rep. Debbie Mayfield 


Chair 


 


Rep. gayle harrell 


Vice-Chair 


 


 


Senators 


Denise grimsley 


District 21 


 


Joe Negron 


District 32 


 


Thad Altman 


District 16 


 


 


Representatives 
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MaryLynn Magar 


District 82 


 


Debbie Mayfield 


District 54 


 


Cary Pigman 


District 55 


 


John Winkle, Director 


Federal Railway Administration 


1200 New Jersey Ave, S.E., Room W 38-31 


Washington, D.C. 20590 


Via email: AAF_comments@vhb.com 


  


Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on All Aboard Florida 


 


Dear Sir: 


 


The intent of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) regarding 


All Aboard Florida’s (AAF) proposal to provide intercity passenger rail 


service between Miami and Orlando is to disclose all environmental 


effects associated with the project whether they are beneficial or adverse 


and allow the public to comment on them.  Please accept this letter as the 


combined comments of the undersigned Members of the Legislative 


Delegations for Martin County, St. Lucie County and Indian River 


County.   


  


Having read the DEIS, we would like to express our deep concern over the 


findings of the report.  We share the concerns of our fellow citizens of the 


Treasure Coast as they have expressed them to us individually or 


corporately through their elected bodies in Resolutions passed by Martin, 


St. Lucie and Indian River counties, along with the cities of Stuart, Port St. 


Lucie, Fort Pierce, St. Lucie Village and Vero Beach. 


 


It is evident from the DEIS that the AAF proposal to run 16 round trip, 


high speed trains from Miami to Orlando concentrates the public benefit in 


communities where stations are proposed, Miami, Fort Lauderdale, West 


Palm Beach and Orlando, with virtually no public benefits north of Palm 


Beach County.  We also feel that the DEIS does not adequately address 


the specific negative impacts AAF would have on the citizens of the 


Treasure Coast. It minimizes or narrowly touches on the health, safety and 


traffic operations, economic, fiscal, environmental and quality of life 


impacts our residents and local governments will experience as a result of 


the approval of All Aboard Florida. (See attached list.) 


 


The addition of a second track, the straightening of curves and 


modification of bridges by AAF will also significantly increase the 


capacity of the Florida East Coast Railroad to transport freight. We have 


great concerns about the anticipated increase in the number and length of 
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freight trains that will pass through our communities.  The DEIS estimates that the number of 


trains will increase from 10 to 20 per day by 2019 and the length of each train will increase to 


over 8,100 feet.  The negative impact on vehicular and marine traffic of 52 road and bridge 


closures per day (20 freight and 32 passenger trains) on our communities will be very significant, 


especially given the fact that the AAF tracks run through the downtown sections of several cities 


on the Treasure Coast and cross the St. Lucie River and Loxahatchee River at various locations. 


 


In addition to the above concerns, we question the accuracy of the estimated ridership of 


approximately 3.5 million passengers per year in 2019 and exceed 4 million by 2030. At a time 


when most passenger rail in the United States has to be subsidized by government in order to 


remain operational and has limited ridership, we question the assumption that by 2019 3.5 


million visitors or local residents per year will forgo driving or flying between Miami, Ft. 


Lauderdale or West Palm Beach to Orlando to use AAF.   


 


The undersigned Members of the Martin County, St. Lucie County and Indian River County 


Delegations respectfully request that prior to approving the All Aboard Florida loan or project 


you carefully and specifically address the concerns expressed in this letter as well as those 


presented by local governmental entities and the citizens of the Treasure Coast.  Should AAF be 


unable to ameliorate adequately the specific negative impacts of this project on the citizens of the 


Treasure Coast, we recommend that the loan be denied and the project rejected. 


 


Thank you for your careful consideration of this very important matter. 


 


Sincerely,  


 


 


 


  


Rep. Gayle Harrell, District 83   Sen. Denise Grimsley, District 21 


Martin and St. Lucie County Delegation  Martin and St. Lucie County Delegation   


 


 


 


 


Rep. MaryLynn Magar, District 82   Rep. Larry Lee, Jr., District 84 


Martin County Delegation     St. Lucie County Delegation 


 


 


 


 


 


Rep. Debbie Mayfield, District 54   Sen. Thad Altman, District 16  


St. Lucie and Indian River County Delegation Indian River County Delegation 


 


 


  







From: Mike Busha
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: John.winkle@dot.gov; pmerritt@tcrpc.org; Peter O"Bryan; "Milligan, Lauren"
Subject: Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council Comments on All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact

 Statement
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:40:00 PM
Attachments: 9_AAF_DEIS(Final).pdf

Please find attached Council’s comments on the Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement for the All Aboard Florida project. These comments were approved by the
 Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council at its November 21, 2014 meeting.
 
The report and attachments are being forwarded to you via email.  Additional
 correspondence and resolutions from local governments, agencies, and elected
 officials related to the AAF project are included as supplemental material on
 Council’s website at:
 
http://www.tcrpc.org/council_meetings/2014/NOV14/NOVAgenda.html
 
 
We will also forward to you via overnight delivery a CD containing all of these files.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Draft Environmental Impact
 Statement. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.
 
 
Michael J. Busha, AICP
Executive Director
Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council
421 SW Camden Avenue
Stuart, FL  34994
(772) 221-4060
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TREASURE COAST REGIONAL PLANNING COUNCIL 
 


Review of  
All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement 


 
November 21, 2014 


 
 
Introduction 
 
All Aboard Florida LLC (AAF), a private corporation subsidiary of Florida East Coast Industries 
(FECI), is proposing to construct and operate high-speed intercity express passenger rail service 
between Miami and Orlando. The project presents the potential for substantial rail improvements 
in the region as well as significant regional impacts related to transportation; land use; the 
natural, physical, and social environment; and the economy.  In 2012, the company announced 
the project and submitted an application to the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) for a loan 
through the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (RRIF) program. Approval by 
the FRA requires an analysis under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The project 
is being developed in two phases, with Phase I from Miami to West Palm Beach, and Phase II 
from West Palm Beach to Orlando. AAF secured approval of an Environmental Assessment 
(EA) for the Phase I portion, and the second phase requires completion of an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) process. Following scoping meetings in May 2014, a Draft EIS (DEIS) 
was published on September 19, 2014 for review by the public, with comments due to the FRA 
by December 3, 2014. The purpose of this agenda item is to provide a sufficiency review of the 
DEIS and provide Council the opportunity transmit comments to be considered by the FRA in 
the development of the Final EIS for the project. 
 
Project Summary 
 
In April 2012, FECI announced its intent to construct and operate a new, high-speed intercity 
express passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami, with intermediate stops in Fort 
Lauderdale and West Palm Beach. Developed by a subsidiary corporation, AAF, which is also 
the project’s name, is proposed to operate on the Florida East Coast (FEC) rail corridor from 
Miami to Cocoa, and along State Road 528 from Cocoa to Orlando. The proposed passenger 
service would include sixteen daily round-trip trains, totaling 32 additional trains on the corridor 
beginning in 2016. The FEC rail corridor would carry the new passenger train service as well as 
continued freight service, which is estimated to be 20 trains per day in 2016 and projected to 
grow at 3 percent annually thereafter. The project components include the installation of a 
second track from Miami to Cocoa within the FEC rail corridor; the installation of a new track 
along SR 528; the construction of four passenger rail stations and a vehicle maintenance facility; 
improvements to bridges; technology and communications infrastructure; and modifications to 
grade crossings. Although the rail corridor was originally constructed to accommodate both 
passenger and freight service, the corridor has carried only freight since 1968, triggering the need 
for extensive safety improvements to comply with modern railroad regulations.  
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In 2012, AAF applied for $1.6 billion loan through the RRIF program. Prior to awarding a loan, 
the FRA is required through NEPA to conduct an analysis of the potential environmental impacts 
resulting from the proposed Project. AAF proposes to implement the Project through a phased 
approach. Phase I would provide passenger rail service on the FEC rail corridor from West Palm 
Beach to Miami section (approximately 66.5 miles), including stations in Miami, Fort 
Lauderdale, and West Palm Beach. Phase II would extend service from West Palm Beach to 
Cocoa on the FEC rail corridor (approximately 129 miles), then west to Orlando along SR 528 
(approximately 34 miles) (Exhibit1). 
 
AAF has obtained private financing for Phase I and is proceeding to implement Phase I. Phase I 
was reviewed through an EA in 2012, and FRA issued a Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI) in 2013. Consequently, the DEIS is not intended to evaluate impacts exclusively from 
Phase I. The DEIS focuses on the Phase II portion of the project, from West Palm Beach to 
Cocoa, which is referred to as the N-S Corridor, as well as the Cocoa to Orlando portion. In 
addition, because AAF operations would cover the full corridor from Orlando to Miami, the 
DEIS analyzes the cumulative effects of completing both phases of the Project. Council’s review 
of the DEIS is focused on the analysis of issues within or relevant to the Treasure Coast Region. 
 
Analysis  
 
Land Use 
 
The FEC rail corridor through the region is generally a 100-wide corridor that was established in 
the early 1900s, with a history of continuous rail service since its inception. The corridor initially 
carried both passenger and freight service. However, the FEC has carried only freight since 
1968. The corridor runs the entire length of Florida’s east coast, from Duval County to Miami-
Dade County, including Palm Beach, Martin, St. Lucie, and Indian River counties. The N-S 
Corridor, which is the focus of the DEIS, traverses the following municipalities and locally 
designated community redevelopment agency (CRA) districts: 
 


 Palm Beach County:  City of West Palm Beach, City of Riviera Beach, Town of Lake 
Park, Village of North Palm Beach, City of Palm Beach Gardens, Town of Jupiter, and 
the Village of Tequesta. 


 Martin County:  City of Stuart as well as the Hobe Sound CRA, Port Salerno CRA, 
Golden Gate CRA, Rio CRA, Jensen Beach CRA 


 St. Lucie County:  City of Port St. Lucie, City of Fort Pierce, Town of St. Lucie Village 
 Indian River County:  City of Vero Beach, City of Sebastian 


 
Land uses along the corridor are varied, including residential, commercial, industrial, 
institutional, recreational, public, and preservation, with varying intensities and densities. 
Higher-density, higher-intensity land uses exist within urban central business districts; however, 
much of the corridor is characterized by lower-density, smaller-scale nodes of existing or 
planned development. The corridor also includes a string of historic downtowns, most of which 
were developed around historic train stations.  In addition, substantial portions of the corridor 
traverse federal and state preserves, such as Jonathan Dickinson State Park and the Savannahs 
State Preserves in the northern portion of the region.   
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The DEIS indicates reviews have been conducted of the comprehensive land use plans in the 
four counties and the City of West Palm Beach Downtown Master Plan, concluding the N-S 
Corridor is consistent with these plans. The general project concept and proposed station location 
in West Palm Beach appear to advance the relevant policy directives in the Palm Beach County 
comprehensive plan and City of West Palm Beach Master Plan. However, the policies in the 
other three county comprehensive plans provide support for passenger rail service that provides 
service to these counties. Given the estimated travel times from the three northern counties to the 
proposed stations in West Palm Beach and Orlando, and further considering the end-to-end travel 
times to Fort Lauderdale or Miami, it seems unlikely residents in the three northern counties 
would utilize the AAF service. Further, the DEIS indicates additional stations along the N-S 
Corridor were not considered as they would increase travel time between Orlando and Miami of 
an unacceptable duration. Therefore, without the access, mobility, and economic benefits 
provided by stations, the DEIS conclusions regarding the comprehensive plans in Martin, St. 
Lucie, and Indian River counties appear inaccurate and are not substantiated by the data provided 
in the report.  
 
Impacts in City of Stuart. As indicated in the DEIS, the St. Lucie River Bridge is proposed to 
remain a single-track bridge. Historic downtown Stuart is located immediately south of the 
bridge, and the economic vitality of this redevelopment district is contingent upon the 
availability of public parking located in FEC right-of-way.  Council is aware of on-going 
discussions between AAF and the City of Stuart regarding the installation of a second track south 
of the bridge, which would require the removal of more than 100 parking spaces, which would 
substantially impact this community.  Latest discussions with AAF representatives indicate the 
project will not require the installation of a second track for several blocks south of the bridge, 
which would enable the city to retain the necessary parking.  A second track appears unnecessary 
in this location as the bridge is proposed to remain a single-track.  This issues does not appear to 
be addressed in the DEIS, and more specific data is necessary to resolve this issue. 


 
Impacts in St. Lucie Village.  The Town of St. Lucie Village is a community established in the 
1850s that predates the establishment of the FEC rail corridor.  Council is aware of early plans to 
install three tracks through the village, one of which would be utilized as a “storage track” for 
freight trains.  The storage of a train through the heart of the village would impact several grade 
crossings, essentially eliminating all access for village residents and creating a safety hazard for 
emergency response.  AAF representatives have indicated the storage track location has been 
moved to avoid impacts in St. Lucie Village; however, this data does not appear to be included in 
the DEIS, and more specific data is necessary to resolve this issue. 
 
Corridor Buffering Treatments:  Given the physical characteristics of the FEC rail corridor and 
railroad operations, many communities have invested public dollars in landscape and 
beautification treatment in the rail right-of-way to reduce noise, vibration, and visual obtrusion 
on communities and neighborhoods.  In addition to planted materials, there is substantial native 
vegetation along the corridor that provides further buffering of negative impacts.  These 
improvements also provide a safety enhancement for pedestrians, as landscape materials act as 
barriers to pedestrian access into the corridor.  It appears that AAF’s planned double-tracking 
will require removal of substantial quantities of landscape material, both native and planted, 
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which will present significant impacts on communities visually and economically.  Measures 
should be considered to enable local governments to beautify the corridor without bearing 
additional easement lease costs for these improvements to reduce project impacts.   
 


 
Recommendations:   
 The final EIS should include a consistency analysis of all relevant comprehensive 


plans and community redevelopment agency plans.  Mitigation measures or other 
alternatives should be established and analyzed to resolve inconsistencies or 
conflicts with local plans.  


 The final EIS should include a new alternative that would provide Martin, St. Lucie, 
and Indian River counties with some level of direct scheduled access to the AAF 
service, including intermittent or “skip-stop” service, to offset project impacts, more 
fairly distribute project benefits, and increase consistency with local government 
comprehensive plans.   


 The final EIS should include data to confirm the maintenance of a single-track 
through Historic Downtown Stuart and maintenance of public parking in FEC 
right-of-way. 


 The final EIS should include data to confirm the location of the storage track 
outside the boundaries of St. Lucie Village such that egress and emergency response 
to Village residents can be maintained.  


 The final EIS should include measures to enable local governments to install 
landscaping and hardscape improvements to enhance pedestrian safety and beautify 
the FEC corridor at the lowest possible cost to the public and without the financial 
burden of easement lease costs.  
 


Transportation 
 
Roadway Network & Grade Crossings 


 
Regional Roadway Network. The AAF project will affect both the regional roadway network as 
well as local roads, especially in the eastern portion of the region. At the regional scale, the 
affected roadways include Interstate 95 (I-95) and Florida’s Turnpike. Data provided in the DEIS 
indicate the applicable segments of these roadways meet or exceed the level-of-service (LOS) 
standard according to the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), generally ranging from 
LOS B-C. One segment of I-95 is indicated to operate at LOS D, for which the DEIS notes that 
FDOT has determined LOS D is acceptable for highway systems inside urbanized areas. The 
DEIS contains sufficient information to address impacts to the regional roadway network. 
   
Local Roadway Network. For the local roadway network, the project impacts are more 
significant. The DEIS states by the 2016, the AAF project will add 32 daily passenger trains to a 
forecasted 20 daily freight trains, totaling 52 trains per day operating on the corridor. As 
indicated in the DEIS, there are a total of 159 grade crossings in the N-S Corridor, with 104 
grade crossings located in the region as follows: 
 
 







   


 5 


Table 4.1.2-3 Summary of At-grade Crossings by County Within the N-S Corridor 


County Length of Corridor 
(miles) 


Number of At-grade 
Crossings 


Indian River  21     30 
St. Lucie  22 21 
Martin  26 27 
Palm Beach  18 26 


Total for Treasure Coast Region 87 104 
Brevard  42 55 


Total for N-S Corridor 129 159 
Source: AAF. 2013c. FECR Grade Crossing Estimate Spreadsheet. Received via email from Alex 
Gonzalez on March 7, 2013. 


 
The DEIS includes an analysis of only ten grade crossings, two per county, for the 129-mile N-S 
Corridor. Utilizing 2019 as the model year, the DEIS indicates the typical at-grade crossings 
would close an average of 54 times per day (approximately three times per hour). As presented 
in Appendix 3.3-C, Transportation and Railroad Crossing Analysis of September 2013, the 
anticipated maximum roadway closures for the project area would range from 1.7 minutes for 
passenger trains to 5.7 minutes for freight, with hourly closures ranging from 6.6 to 7.1 minutes 
per hour. Relevant data from the Appendix 3.3-C is presented in Table 4.2 below. 
 


 
 
Impact of Bridges on Roadway Network. The N-S Corridor crosses a substantial number of 
navigable and non-navigable waterways with a total of thirteen bridges. Two bridges are 
movable bridges that are proposed for rehabilitation, including the Loxahatchee River railroad 
bridge, which is proposed to become a double-track bridge, and the St. Lucie River railroad 
bridge, which is proposed to remain a single-track bridge. According to the DEIS, the project 
will introduce technology improvements, such as Positive Train Control, along with centralized 
dispatch of both passenger and freight trains to allow train movements to be synchronized. As a 
result, the DEIS indicates at least 10 of the 20 future freight trains will cross bridges either 
concurrently or sequentially with passenger trains. Both north and south of the movable bridges, 
the rail corridor contains substantial track curvatures, which will require trains to reduce speeds. 
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The DEIS indicates the average freight trains speeds through Palm Beach and Martin counties to 
be approximately 40 and 37 MPH, respectively, while passenger trains speeds are projected to 
average roughly 75 and 77 MPH, respectively. However, given the track curvatures, bridge 
transitions, and passenger/freight sequencing, the average train speeds would be significantly 
reduced to accommodate safe bridge crossings at the Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River 
bridges. Slower-speed trains in these locations will substantially impact grade crossings and 
roadway network functions in the vicinity of these two bridges, with greater impacts at the St. 
Lucie River Bridge due to its proposed single-track configuration.  
 
While the AAF passenger trains are estimated to be roughly 1000 feet in length, the DEIS 
indicates the average freight train length to be approximately 8,510 feet.  The DEIS indicates 
freight demand will increase by 3 percent annually after the inception of AAF service in 2016, 
with freight forecasts indicating longer freight trains as inbound freight increases to southern 
seaports over time.  As a result, the combined passenger and freight impacts in the immediate 
roadway network proximate to the movable bridges would extend north and south approximately 
two miles.  Multiple trains slowing to accomplish a sequential or concurrent drawbridge crossing 
would be expected to cause longer delays for nearby grade crossings. For the Loxahatchee River 
Bridge, these disproportionately affected grade crossings would include Toney Penna Drive, 
Indiantown Road, and Center Street to the south and East Riverside Drive, Tequesta Drive, and 
County Line Road. At the St. Lucie River Bridge, the affected grade crossings would include 
Joan Jefferson Way, Colorado Avenue/SR 76, Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard, East Florida 
Street, and Monterey Road, and to the north, NW Fern Street and NE Dixie Highway. As the 
DEIS indicates roughly half the future freight trains would be sequenced with passenger trains to 
allow simultaneous crossings, this result would be at least ten times per day, an entire set of 
grade crossings would likely be closed at once by a single 8000+ foot freight train.  This impact 
is projected to increase over time.  These conditions do not appear to be analyzed as part of the 
roadway impact analysis in the DEIS.  
 


Roadway Network Analysis Deficiencies. Several data and methodological concerns are noted 
regarding roadway network analysis as follows:   
 


(1) The DEIS utilizes 2011 Annual Average Daily Volume for the traffic impact analysis; 
however, current year traffic data is readily available from FDOT and local 
governments and would increase the accuracy of the DEIS.  
 


(2) The traffic impact methodology does not appear to consider grade crossings most 
relevant for emergency access to hospitals and other critical infrastructure along the 
corridor. Emergency response times could be severely impeded by the increased 
number of rail trips as indicated in the DEIS.  


 
(3) There are disproportionate impacts on the roadway network in the vicinity of the two 


movable bridges at the Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River. Additional analysis is 
needed with consideration of slower train speeds approaching and departing bridges, 
multiple trains crossing bridges either concurrently or sequentially, and impacts on 
the surrounding grade crossings.  
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(4) The DEIS grade crossing sample of only two grade crossings per county is too narrow 
and does not accurately capture the varied conditions of the local roadway network. 
Given the urban development pattern along the N-S Corridor, there is a fine-grained 
street grid both east and west of the rail corridor. Throughout the region, Dixie 
Highway and US1/Federal Highway run generally parallel to the rail corridor, with 
frequent east/west higher volume roadways that include intersections on both sides of 
the rail corridor. As a result, vehicles stopped at rail grade crossings cause vehicle 
back-ups that extend across the rail corridor. In addition, the close proximity between 
the rail corridor and adjacent roadways causes longer vehicles and vehicles with 
trailers to be stopped at a red light while a portion of a single vehicle remains across 
the rail corridor. 


 
(5) The DEIS assumes the project will capture 7.2 percent of the long distance market 


share (from Miami to Orlando) and 5.6 percent of the short distance market share, 
forecasting 69 percent of riders will shift from automobile travel, thereby diverting 
approximately 336,000 vehicle trips in 2016. Given the geography of the N-S 
Corridor, it appears this vehicular shift would occur in the counties with stations, 
while the geography and default travel times would not compel ridership from 
Martin, St. Lucie, or Indian River counties. The roadway impact delays from the 
project, however, including grade crossing delays and bridge-related delays, would be 
considerable in these non-station counties. Therefore, those portions of the corridor 
without stations would experience greater vehicular delays without gaining benefits 
of access, resulting in secondary impacts from the project. Additional analysis is 
needed to understand the magnitude of vehicular reductions versus vehicular delays. 


Recommendation: 
 An updated traffic impact analysis should be conducted that utilizes current year 


traffic counts and a substantially expanded sample of grade crossings. The analysis 
should consider high-volume roadways, grade crossings proximate to the 
Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River railroad bridges, emergency access routes, 
roadway intersections near grade crossings that are directly affected by grade 
crossing closures, and vehicular delays caused by grade crossing closures, including 
all potential mitigation measures. Additionally, costs to local governments need to 
be identified for intersection, roadway, and water management improvements 
needed to cure traffic and traffic safety impacts on the local and regional roadway 
network created by increased grade crossing closures. 
 


Pre-Emption. FRA conducted diagnostic field reviews from February through July of 2014 to 
evaluate grade crossings and identify necessary safety infrastructure to accommodate the AAF 
project. In the FRA’s On-Site Engineering Field Report, Part 2, the issue of highway traffic 
signal pre-emption was raised as a safety concern relevant to the local roadway network. The 
proper traffic signal interconnections are necessary to provide sufficient time to permit a vehicle 
or pedestrian to clear the path of an approaching train. The report recommends that due to the 
inclusion of additional tracks, increase in train speeds, station stops and restarts from sidings 
within approaches to traffic signal interconnected grade crossings, a thorough evaluation should 
be conducted of the preemption needs to determine the appropriate form of preemption (either 
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simultaneous or advanced preemption) to be required at each grade crossing location along the 
entire AAF service route (Miami through Cocoa). 
 


Recommendation: 
 The final EIS should include an analysis of pre-emption at grade crossings and 


include relevant improvements and their costs as part of the project. 
 


Connector Road at West Palm Beach Station.  The project proposes to construct a station in 
downtown West Palm Beach, which will require the closure of two downtown streets – Datura 
Street and Evernia Street – to accommodate a 1000-foot train platform. Closure of these two 
streets creates substantial impacts upon vehicular circulation in the vicinity of the station, with 
projected levels of service falling below acceptable thresholds. Traffic analyses evaluating this 
roadway network failure indicate the installation of an access road along Rosemary Avenue can 
provide mitigation for these impacts and enable the roadway network to function at acceptable 
levels.  
 


Recommendation: 
 The final EIS should include a requirement for the installation of a connector road 


between Clematis and Evernia at the West Palm Beach station to reduce roadway 
network impacts. 


Marine Navigation 
 
As noted above, the N-S Corridor traverses a number of navigable waterways and includes two 
movable bridges at the Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River. Project impacts on these two 
bridges are significant, and data in the DEIS indicates the bridges could be closed to marine 
navigation 300 percent more than current conditions, which could create significant economic, 
recreational, and access impacts in the region.  
 
Loxahatchee River Bridge:  Located in the Town of Jupiter and adjacent to the Village of 
Tequesta, the Loxahatchee River railroad bridge crosses the Loxahatchee River approximately 
1.3 miles west of the Jupiter Inlet, adjacent to the Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway. The 
Loxahatchee River includes roughly twelve miles of navigable coastline in Palm Beach and 
Martin counties. Land uses along the waterway are predominately residential, cultural, 
recreational, and preservation, including highly popular recreational destinations such as 
sandbars and Jonathan Dickinson State Park.  
 
The DEIS indicates there are seven marinas with more than 500 slips along with four boat ramps 
within close proximity to the bridge. Upstream from the bridge, the DEIS indicates there are 
more than 1,200 private and residential docks. Boating data in the DEIS suggests boating activity 
at the Loxahatchee River Bridge is predominately recreational. The DEIS indicates an average of 
108 vessels per day transit the bridge Monday-Friday and 271 per day on weekends, with more 
than 500 on peak weekend days, and up to 14 commercial vessels per day. However, local counts 
provided by the Jupiter Inlet District (JID) indicate average boating traffic is higher, counting 
roughly 500 boats/weekend day during daylight hours from January through September 2014 
(Exhibit 2).  
 







   


 9 


The bridge has a vertical clearance of four feet, which means virtually no boats can cross the 
bridge when it is closed, and a narrow horizontal clearance of 40 feet. According to the USCG 
Drawbridge Operation Regulations (33 CFR 111.299), the drawbridge is presumed to be 
normally in the fully open position and lowered for freight train passage. Per the DEIS, under 
2013 conditions, 14 freight trains cross the bridge daily, with average closure times of 19 
minutes apiece. The average total weekday closure time is suggested to be approximately 3.6 
hours/day on weekdays and 2.6 hours/day on weekends. The bridge currently includes a single 
railroad track which would be expanded to a double-track with the AAF project.  


 
St. Lucie River Bridge:  Located in the City of Stuart, the St. Lucie River Railroad Bridge is 
drawbridge crossing the St. Lucie River (and Okeechobee Waterway) approximately 5.9 miles 
from the St. Lucie Inlet. The St. Lucie River extends upstream, north, south, and west, with 
nearly 40 miles of navigable coastline in Martin and St. Lucie counties. Approximately six miles 
southwest of the bridge, the South Fork of the St. Lucie River connects to the St. Lucie Canal/C-
44, which provides a 90-mile navigable route through Lake Okeechobee to Fort Myers.  
 
Land uses along the St. Lucie River are mixed, including residential, retail/commercial, office, 
hotel, industrial, recreational, and preserve. The bridge also provides access to designated 
community redevelopment areas in Old Palm City and Indiantown, where a recent state 
Enterprise Zone designation was secured to support marine commercial activity. The DEIS 
suggests there are fifteen marinas along the St. Lucie River, and a review of aerial photos 
indicates there are approximately 2,000 private docks along the coastline. The DEIS indicates the 
boating activity is mostly recreational, with an average of 102 vessels/day crossing the bridge on 
weekdays and 315 vessels/day on weekends, with as a daily weekend high of 413 vessels/day, 
and up to 21 commercial vessels per day. Martin County’s boater counts indicate a higher level 
of activity, with average daily traffic of 235 boats/day and 450 boats/day on peak weekends 
(Exhibit 3). 
 
The St. Lucie River railroad bridge has a vertical clearance of seven feet, enabling only enable 
smaller recreational vessels to cross when the drawbridge is down, and a horizontal clearance of 
50 feet. Similar to the Loxahatchee River railroad bridge, the relevant U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) 
Drawbridge Operation Regulations (33 CFR 111.317) also indicate the drawbridge normally in 
the fully open position and lowered for freight train passage. Under 2013 conditions, the DEIS 
indicates 14 freight trains cross the bridge daily, with average closure times of 21 minutes each. 
The average total weekday closure time is suggested to be approximately four hours/day on 
weekdays and nearly three hours/day on weekends. The DEIS indicates the St. Lucie River 
Railroad Bridge would be rehabilitated and remain a single-track bridge.   


 
Freight Demand:  The DEIS indicates current freight demand to be 14-17 freight trains per day, 
which are forecast to grow to 20 trains per day by 2016, increasing 3 percent annually thereafter. 
Given the average closure times per freight train, with average travel speeds of 32-36 MPH in 
Palm Beach and Martin Counties, the DEIS indicates freight demand alone could result in the 
Loxahatchee River Bridge closing 5.8 hours/weekday on average and 3.6 hours/weekend day 
average by 2016. For the St. Lucie River Bridge, the DEIS projects total average daily bridge 
closures of 6.6 hours/weekday and 3.6 hours/weekend day by 2016.  
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Passenger Demand:  The AAF project proposes to introduce 32 daily trains on the corridor. 
Combining the projected freight and potential passenger rail demand for the corridor, the DEIS 
indicates an average operation of 52 total daily trains in year one (2016) of the combined service 
program, with projected freight increases of 3 percent annually. The cumulative impact of the 
projected freight and passenger rail services would cause additional navigational delays due to 
the increase in bridge closings.  


 
 For the Loxahatchee River bridge, the DEIS assumes that project improvements will 


enable up to ten freight trains to routinely cross the Loxahatchee River bridge 
simultaneously with passenger trains and that average time/closure would fall from 19 
minutes today to 12 minutes per closure in 2016. Accordingly, given proposed project 
improvements, such as double-tracking the bridge, and the noted assumptions, the DEIS 
suggests the average daily bridge closure for the Loxahatchee River bridge would 
increase to 8.6 hours/weekday and 7.2 hours/weekend day (see Table 5.1.3-2 below).  
 


 For the St. Lucie River bridge, the DEIS continues to assume up to ten freight trains will 
routinely cross with passenger trains on the single-track bridge and that average 
time/closure would fall from 21 minutes today to 15 minutes in 2016. Given these 
assumptions and project improvements, the DEIS suggests the average daily bridge 
closure for the St. Lucie River bridge would increase to 9.8 hours/weekday and 7.6 
hours/weekend day (see Table 5.1.3-2 below). 
 


 
 


According to the DEIS, the additional bridge closures would result in delays for recreational and 
commercial mariners at both bridges. The percentage of total boaters experiencing delays after 
the AAF project is operational is anticipated to increase from 14 percent to 42 percent of all 
vessels at the St. Lucie River Bridge and from 25 percent to 42 percent at the Loxahatchee River 
Bridge. The DEIS indicates the average queue length for boaters would be 10 vessels or fewer. 
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However, given the higher boating activity counts provided by JID and Martin County, it would 
appear the number of boats queuing at bridges would be considerably greater, which could create 
navigational hazards for vessels awaiting bridge openings.  The data and analysis provided in the 
DEIS appears inaccurate given the updated boater counts.  The U.S. Coast Guard has initiated a 
marine navigational survey to assess public concerns regarding navigational constraints at the 
movable bridges, including consideration of modifications to the Code of Federal Regulations 
regarding bridge operations. These data should also be considered in an updated marine 
navigational survey.  In conjunction with the U.S. Coast Guard, a revised navigational survey 
should be provided as part of the final EIS that distributes both boating and rail activity across a 
24-hour spectrum to more accurately identify impacts.  This survey should also consider 
modifications to bridge regulations to reduce impacts to navigation. 
 
Bridge Safety:  The two movable bridges date back to the 1920s, and substantial concerns have 
been raised regarding their safety and structural integrity.  Despite requests from local 
governments, no bridge safety or inspection reports have been made available for review 
regarding these concerns.  With cooperation from the FECI, independent bridge inspections 
should be conducted to confirm the continued safety and structural integrity of the bridges to 
accommodate the proposed increase in operations. 
 


Recommendation: 
 In coordination with the U.S. Coast Guard, an updated marine navigational study 


should be conducted utilizing more accurate data related to boater traffic, marina 
locations, numbers of slips, and boater access and addressing safety issues from the 
queuing of boats awaiting bridge openings.  This survey should evaluate the 
distribution of boating activity and railroad bridge closures across a twenty-four 
spectrum to more accurately evaluate impacts on navigation.  The study should also 
consider the findings of the ongoing U.S. Coast Guard marine navigational survey 
and appropriate modifications to the Code of Federal Regulations to reduce impacts 
on navigation. 


 Independent bridge inspections should be conducted for the Loxahatchee and St. 
Lucie River railroad bridges to determine their safety and structural integrity. 
 


Navigational Mitigation Measures:  The DEIS indicates the project proposes several mitigation 
measures, including the establishment of a set schedule for the down times of the bridges for 
passenger rail service, a publicly-accessible bridge closure schedule with anticipated crossing 
times, notification signals and signage at each bridge to indicate pending bridge closures, 
coordination plans between AAF and local authorities for peak vessel travel times, and a 
coordination plan between AAF and the USCG to raise awareness within the boating 
community. These measures are insufficient to offset the impacts on navigation from the project.  
Both bridges were constructed in the 1920s, and substantial rehabilitation of bridge mechanics 
could increase the speed and predictability of bridge operations.  Increasing the vertical and 
horizontal clearance at both bridge apertures (i.e., the space between the pilings as well as 
between the surface of the water and base of the bridge when closed) would allow multiple boats 
to pass while the bridges are open as well as allow increased passage while the bridges are 
closed.  The DEIS considers the utilization of alternate corridors, such as the CSX, Interstate 95, 
and Florida Turnpike, for the operation of passenger rail service.  These corridors should also be 
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considered for the relocation of freight traffic,  as well as a reduction in total passenger trains, 
especially during peak boating hours, to further reduce impacts to navigation.   
 


Recommendations: 
 The final EIS should consider physical improvements to create taller, wider bridge 


apertures at the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie river bridges to enable bi-directional 
traffic, access for more vessels when the bridge is closed, and mechanical 
improvements to improve the efficiency, timing, and predictability of bridge 
closings.   


 The final EIS should consider an alternative with reduced service on the N-S 
Corridor, including the relocation of freight traffic onto other rail corridors such as 
the CSX, especially during peak boating hours.   
 


Taylor Creek Bridge. The DEIS indicates the Taylor Creek Bridge will be rehabilitated as part of 
the project. Taylor Creek is located just north of the City of Fort Pierce, within an area that 
contains a substantial number of census tracts meeting environmental justice thresholds. The city 
has an adopted redevelopment program that includes Taylor Creek as a key point of access for 
the low-income neighborhoods to the west to access coastal destinations; however, the Taylor 
Creek railroad bridge is an impediment to access. Upstream of the bridge, there are considerable 
opportunities for economic development and job creation. To mitigate navigational impacts 
otherwise created by the project, the Taylor Creek bridge could be rehabilitated with a greater 
vertical clearance. This improvement would also offer mitigation for the project’s environmental 
justice impacts in this area as well.  
 


Recommendation: 
 The project should include improvements to Taylor Creek Bridge to increase its 


vertical clearance. 
 
Transit Systems 


 
The DEIS describes the relationship between AAF and existing local and regional transit 
services.  Local transit operators are noted, along with intercity motorbus service, Amtrak, and 
Tri-Rail, which provides commuter rail service on the CSX rail corridor through Miami-Dade, 
Broward, and Palm Beach counties. The DEIS fails to address the impact of additional grade 
crossing closures and roadway network delays on the operation of local transit.  This impact will 
especially affect transit-dependent populations along  the corridor.   
 
For more than a decade, Tri-Rail has been working with FDOT, local governments, and 
metropolitan planning organizations for an extension of Tri-Rail onto the FEC rail corridor. 
Referred to as the “Tri-Rail Coastal Link,” service plans include additional commuter rail service 
operating between Jupiter and Miami, with rail interconnections in West Palm Beach, Pompano, 
and Miami.  Tri-Rail service represents a significant public investment and provides critical 
mobility within the region.  AAF representatives have indicated AAF stations are being designed 
to accommodate future Tri-Rail service; however, this data is not provided in the DEIS.  Terms 
of access must also be established to enable Tri-Rail service to operate on the FEC rail corridor, 
but there is no reference in the DEIS regarding this need. 
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Recommendations: 
 The final EIS should include an analysis of the operation of Tri-Rail service on the 


FEC rail corridor, a requirement to establish reasonable access to the corridor for 
Tri-Rail service, and clarification that AAF stations are designed to accommodate 
future Tri-Rail service in the most efficient manner and at the lowest cost to the 
public.  


 The final EIS should include an analysis of impacts on local transit service caused 
by grade crossing and other delays in the local roadway network.   


 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Circulation  
 
The DEIS evaluates impacts on the roadway, aviation, rail, and transit services; however, the 
evaluation of impacts on the local roadway network fails to address the multi-modal 
characteristics of the system. The FEC rail corridor traverses a highly developed urban corridor 
with a linear pattern of historic downtown communities. The DEIS indicates the population of 
the 117 census tracts within the project study areas is approximately 535,000. The corridor 
contains a high proportion of persons at or below the poverty level. The DEIS indicates that 
within the N-S Corridor alone, there are more than 23 census tracts with concentrations of low-
income persons. The corridor population tends to include a higher proportion of persons without 
access to personal vehicles, with greater needs for safe bicycle and pedestrian access. 
Improvements within the N-S Corridor will include the installation of a second track, and with 
the higher speeds, FRA staff has indicated fencing will be required as pedestrian activity is 
extensive.  
 
Although not addressed in DEIS, AAF LLC has indicated to local governments and the Florida 
Department of Transportation that it would bear the costs of all grade crossing safety 
improvements required for the construction of the project. In addition to vehicular 
improvements, given the low-income, transportation disadvantaged populations that line the 
corridor, the project’s safety improvements should also include the installation of 
bicycle/pedestrian infrastructure to accommodate safe egress across the corridor and mitigate 
project impacts. In addition, there are many locations where grade crossings are more than one 
mile apart, with expansive residential development between crossings.  There is substantial 
evidence of pedestrian activity crossing the rail corridor between the grade crossings in the form 
of informal well-used trails. This long-standing access provides these low-income populations 
access to jobs, school, food, medical care, and emergency services. FRA staff has also indicated 
the requirement of barrier fencing along the corridor to prevent pedestrian access, which will 
harm the ability of these populations to access basic needs (Exhibit 4). Accordingly, impacts on 
these low-income neighborhoods should be further mitigated with the installation of pedestrian 
grade crossings in locations of known pedestrian activity where vehicular grade crossings are 
more than one mile apart.  
 
As a linear transportation corridor that connects historic communities, the FEC Rail Corridor has 
long been identified for the installation of a multi-use pathway for non-motorized users.  As a 
“rail-with-trail,” this improvement is identified in the plans of local governments as well as the 
metropolitan/transportation planning organizations in the region.  The inclusion of a multi-use 
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pathway in the FEC right-of-way would allow safe bicycle/pedestrian access within and between 
corridor communities, further diverting automobile trips from the roadway network, thereby 
reducing carbon emissions, and enhancing access for transit-dependent and low-income 
populations along the corridor.   
 


Recommendations: 
 The final EIS should include a requirement for the installation bicycle/pedestrian 


infrastructure, including gates, lights, and crossing arms, at all grade crossings as 
part of the project’s safety improvements.  In addition, the final EIS should include 
the installation of pedestrian grade crossings in locations of known pedestrian 
activity where grade crossings are more than one mile apart. 


 The final EIS should include a requirement for fencing in areas of known pedestrian 
activity to channelize pedestrian traffic into formal pedestrian crossings. 


 The final EIS should include a requirement for the establishment of a multi-use 
pathway along the N-S Corridor.  
 


Public Safety 
 
The introduction of 32 high-speed trains, coupled with increasing freight traffic on the FEC rail 
corridor, poses significant impacts on public safety. There are substantial concerns regarding the 
roadway impact analysis presented in the DEIS, which relied upon a limited sample of ten grade 
crossings among five counties to evaluate roadway impact. The close proximity of multiple high-
volume roadway intersections in the vicinity of grade crossings could have adverse effects on 
emergency response by fire rescue, ambulance, and police first responder vehicles. These 
impacts are compounded near movable bridges, where the crossing of multiple trains, either 
concurrently or sequentially, could result in up to a half-dozen grade crossings closed 
simultaneously by 8000+ foot freight trains. Consequently, both direct and alternate routes to 
hospitals and other critical infrastructure could be blocked, resulting in significantly impeded 
emergency response times.  
 
The DEIS indicates a real-time communication system for first responders to access train 
schedules and potential delays will be available; however, no specific data or detail was 
provided.  The DEIS also indicates the availability of an electronic system of notification or 
access for first responders for locating train schedule and en route activity. Access to real time 
train location during emergency response would greatly reduce response times to hospitals. This 
could be accomplished through software interface with county 911 dispatch centers.  
 
The project’s impacts on the Loxahatchee River and St. Lucie River also pose substantial 
impacts to public safety. The Loxahatchee and St. Lucie River drawbridges have direct impact 
on commercial, recreational and emergency response vessels. The DEIS indicates the number of 
boaters experiencing delays at the bridges will increase to 42 percent of all boaters. With updated 
boater activity data as noted in this report, the number of boats anticipated to queue at bridges, 
especially on weekends and peak boating days, could exceed thirty boats. Currents at the bridges 
are substantial, which will likely result in navigational conflicts.  
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First Responders in marine fire rescue, advanced life safety, and law enforcement vessels will be 
restricted by the closures of the bridges. Formal coordination with county emergency 
management and first responder agencies will greatly enhance understanding of response needs 
and provide a better understanding of capabilities. The DEIS indicates first responder training 
and outreach as mitigation to ensure that needs are met regarding emergency response; however, 
to date, this early coordination has not been accomplished. 
 
Loxahatchee River Bridge. The DEIS indicates the average daily bridge closures at the 
Loxahatchee River drawbridge will increase to 8.6 hours/weekday and 7.2 hours/weekend day. 
Safety issues raised specifically for the Loxahatchee River Bridge include the capacity of the 
Village of Tequesta to provide only one Advanced Life Safety Vessel for responding to marine 
based emergencies. This vessel is docked on the east side of the bridge and will not have access 
to the west side should the bridge be closed – delaying emergency response time significantly. 
This is the only means by which water-based emergencies can be reasonably addressed within 
the Loxahatchee River. To mitigate this impact, an additional life safety vessel should be located 
on the west side of the bridge. The Loxahatchee Bridge width is 40 feet in width, which prevents 
bi-directional boating traffic, and has a 4-foot vertical clearance when closed, which prevents 
virtually all motorized vessels from transiting the bridge when closed.  
 
This safety issue could be alleviated with a wider, taller bridge opening, which would reduce the 
number of boats idling in the channel areas. Long-term mitigation of this issue better serves 
public safety given the expected increase of 3 percent annual growth in freight service and 
potential increases in ridership of the passenger rail indicated by the DEIS. Increased horizontal 
and vertical clearances, or bridge replacement with a thinner bridge profile, would allow more 
vessels to transit the bridge when closed and help mitigate public safety issues. In addition, 
improvements to bridge systems would expedite the opening and closing cycles improving delay 
times and boater safety risks through emergency response improvements. 


 
St. Lucie River Bridge. The DEIS indicates the average daily closures at the St. Lucie River 
Bridge will increase to 9.8 hours/weekday and 7.6 hours/weekend day. The width of the bridge 
opening is 50 feet, which prevents most bi-directional boating traffic, with a vertical clearance of 
7 feet. Safety impacts at this bridge could be mitigated with a wider, taller bridge opening, which 
would enable more boats to transit the bridge when closed, reducing the number of boats idling 
in the channel. Other mitigations could include bridge replacement or substantial augmentation 
for horizontal and vertical clearance as well as mechanical improvements to expedite the opening 
and closing cycles and reduce boater delay.  
 
Recommendations: 


 The final EIS should include an emergency response traffic analysis, including a 
detailed analysis of impacts on emergency vehicle trips, route data, access to 
hospitals and critical infrastructure, and key roadways and intersections to 
maintain timely emergency response.  This analysis should be conducted with 
consultation from local emergency management, fire rescue, and hospital 
representatives. 
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 The final EIS should include measures to improve communications for emergency 
response, such as the provision of real-time information for the dispatch of first 
responders. 


 The final EIS should require the project provide a second emergency response 
vessel upstream of the Loxahatchee River Bridge.   


 
Air Quality 
 
The air quality analysis in the DEIS evaluated the emission of air pollutants from the project, the 
concentrations of pollutants in the regional areas, and carbon monoxide concentrations at 
intersections affected by changes in traffic patterns. All six counties crossed by the project are in 
attainment for all criteria pollutants. The DEIS concludes the project would provide a net 
regional air quality benefit as compared to the No‐Action Alternative, with improved regional air 
quality through the reduction of vehicles from the roads and highways when riders switch to use 
the proposed passenger rail service. The DEIS states the project would decrease emissions of 
carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides, sulfur dioxide, volatile organic compounds, and particulate 
matter. The DEIS indicates the project will have a beneficial effect on air quality because the 
daily vehicle trips will be reduced on roadways and annual vehicle miles traveled will decrease. 
These changes will result in emissions reductions and provide an overall net benefit for the air 
quality of the region. 
 
However, the DEIS does not appear to consider two sources of potential emissions, including 
vehicles delayed within the roadway network as well as marine vessels awaiting bridge openings.  
As discussed above, the DEIS provides insufficient data to determine the full impact of vehicular 
delays, including bridge impacts on the roadway network as well as closely spaced railroad 
crossings and vehicular intersections.  Further, the DEIS utilizes inaccurate boater data regarding 
the number of vessels transiting the Loxahatchee and St. Lucie River railroad bridges, which 
appears to underrepresent both the total number of vessels as well as the number of vessels 
anticipated to be idling in queue during bridge closures.  Additional analysis is needed to more 
accurately assess the associated vehicle and vessel emissions and corresponding accumulated air 
quality impacts. 
 
The DEIS indicates the EA prepared in 2012 for the West Palm Beach to Miami section modeled 
air quality emissions at intersections and grade crossings, where vehicle congestion may occur, 
using a CO hotspot screening method. Motor vehicles emit CO at high rates when they are 
operating a low speeds or idling in queues. The EA evaluated the most congested intersections in 
the vicinity of the proposed stations and railroad crossings. The modeling showed that traffic did 
not exceed air quality criteria in either the opening year or the build‐out year at any of the 
intersections or grade crossings. Traffic volumes and congestion at the crossings in the West 
Palm Beach to Orlando segment are projected to be lower than those found for the highest‐
volume grade crossing evaluated in the West Palm Beach to Miami section evaluated in the 2012 
EA. Therefore, a detailed hot‐spot CO modeling evaluation was not conducted for this DEIS, 
because traffic delays did not exceed those at the higher‐volume grade crossing, which did not 
exceed air quality criteria. 
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In order to address temporary construction impacts to air quality, the DEIS includes the 
following mitigation measures and project commitments: implementing best management 
practices (BMPs) during construction, such as soil watering to reduce fugitive dust emissions, to 
reduce potential emissions during construction; and keeping constriction equipment on site for 
the duration of construction to minimize emissions associated with transporting this equipment.  
 
Recommendation: 


 
 The final EIS should include a more extensive analysis of vehicle and vessel delays, 


accumulated impacts on air quality, and appropriate mitigation measures.   


Noise and Vibrations 
 
The DEIS indicates there would be long-term noise and vibration impacts from operation of the 
project, and temporary impacts from construction of the project. Along the N‐S Corridor, AAF 
has committed to installing stationary pole-mounted wayside horns at each of the 159 grade 
crossings between Cocoa and West Palm Beach where severe, unmitigated impacts would occur 
using locomotive‐mounted horns. Using wayside horns at the intersection instead of the 
locomotive horn has been shown to substantially reduce the noise footprint without 
compromising safety at the grade crossing. The use of wayside horns would eliminate any severe 
impacts and would reduce noise levels in comparison to the No‐Action Alternative. An 
alternative measure is the designation of quiet zones along the corridor, wherein sufficient safety 
infrastructure is installed to reduce risk indexes at grade crossings, rendering train horns 
unnecessary. Many local governments have requested AAF support the establishment of quiet 
zones where appropriate in conjunction with the development of the project, which could help 
mitigate project impacts. 
 
The project would result in vibration impacts along the N‐S Corridor due to nearly doubling the 
number of vibration events as a result of adding passenger train service to the existing freight 
operations. Along the N-S Corridor, there would be potential vibration impact at a total of 3,317 
residential, 513 institutional receptors, three television studios, three recording studios, nine 
auditoriums and three theaters. AAF proposes to minimize vibration impacts by wheel and rail 
maintenance that will control unacceptably high vibration levels. The DEIS indicates vibration 
levels are not projected to exceed structural damage levels at any location. 
 
The DEIS fails to acknowledge the high concentration of hospitals and medical establishments 
along the corridor, including hospitals that abut the FEC right-of-way.  These facilities are 
especially affected by noise and vibration, and a separate analysis should be conducted to 
identify all medical/hospital locations and analyze noise and vibration impacts on their function 
and operations.  Additional buffering via landscape and hardscape improvements may be 
necessary along with other mitigations to reduce impacts on these facilities. 
 
Noise and vibrations from the construction and operation of the proposed project has the 
potential to impact the quality of life of citizens in the region. In addition to the ways of reducing 
noise and vibration impacts from the operation of the project discussed above, AAF has 
committed to mitigate the adverse impacts of construction noise by a range of measures 
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including time of construction, modifications to construction equipment, and selection of 
construction routes. However, the evaluation of Historic & Cultural Resources section of this 
report notes that not all historic buildings and structures have been properly identified along the 
proposed rail corridor. The DEIS contains insufficient information until the potential impact of 
vibrations an all historic buildings and structures is evaluated. Also, Council received 
correspondence from Joel Tallent regarding the potential impact of Rayleigh waves on structures 
along the corridor. This issue should also be addressed in the final EIS. 
 
Recommendations: 


 All historic buildings and structures adjacent to the rail corridor should be 
evaluated for the potential impact of vibrations. 


 A medical facility assessment should be conducted to confirm location of all 
hospital/medical facilities, analyze noise and vibration impacts, and determine 
appropriate mitigations to reduce impacts.  


 The impact analysis of noise and vibrations should specifically address the effect of 
Rayleigh waves. 


 The final EIS should include sufficient infrastructure to enable local governments to 
designate quiet zones as deemed appropriate along the corridor.  
 


Coastal Zone Management 
 
The project lies within the designated Florida Coastal Zone and requires a federal consistency 
determination under the Coastal Zone Management Act. The Florida State Clearinghouse 
coordinates the review of proposed federal activities, requests for federal funds, and applications 
for federal permits other than permits issued under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and 
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act. Regional planning councils and local governments 
may participate in the federal consistency review process by advising the Florida State 
Clearinghouse on the local and regional effect of proposed federal actions. 
 
The DEIS indicates that direct effects to the natural resources in the coastal zone will result from 
all elements of the project, including construction of the vehicle maintenance facility, bridge and 
rail construction along the E‐W Corridor, and bridge construction along the N‐S Corridor. 
Within the Treasure Coast Region, bridge construction/reconstruction would impact small areas 
of aquatic resources within the Indian River and the Jensen Beach‐Juniper Inlet Aquatic Reserve. 
All construction activities associated with the N-S Corridor would occur within the existing 
FECR Corridor. The DEIS proposes a range of mitigation measures and commitments to avoid 
and minimize project related impacts to coastal resources. Detailed mitigation plans for impacts 
to wetlands, essential fish habitat, and wildlife will be determined in the federal and state 
permitting process. The DEIS contains sufficient information related to coastal zone 
management. 
 
Climate Change 
 
The DEIS includes a discussion recognizing that southeast Florida is particularly vulnerable to 
the effects of climate change, especially sea level rise. Sea level is predicted to rise 9 to 24 inches 
by 2060, and the rate of change is projected to increase over time. Florida may also be 
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susceptible to more intense storm events. The potential impacts of climate change include the 
displacement of communities, damage to infrastructure, and damage to natural systems. The 
DEIS indicates bridge structures in the N-S Corridor will have increased vulnerability over time, 
and potential infrastructure damage may result from flooding, tidal damage, and/or storms. The 
DEIS notes that bridge vulnerability to sea level rise will increase a sea level rises. As a result, 
there may be increasing periods of time where the train is out of service during storm events. 
 
The DEIS states that scientific consensus has identified human‐related emission of greenhouse 
gases above natural levels as a significant contributor to global climate change. Reducing 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions is considered an important mitigation strategy to decrease the 
long‐term effects of climate change. The DEIS indicates that the AAF project is predicted to 
reduce GHG emissions for carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4) and nitrous oxide (N2O). The 
project would decrease emissions as a result of decreased automobile vehicle miles traveled. CO2 
emissions are calculated to decrease by 19,617 tons/year in 2019 and 31,477 tons/year in 2030. 
CH4 emissions would decrease by 4.7 and 5.7 tons/year, respectively, and N2O emissions by 5 
and 6.1 tons/year in 2019 and 2030. The DEIS notes that reducing GHG emissions is important 
for long‐term climate change effects, but the reduction of GHGs will likely have little impact on 
the expected climate change effects over the next 20 or 30 years. The DEIS contains sufficient 
information related to climate change. 
 
Hazardous Materials & Solid Waste Disposal  
 
Subsurface contamination or waste materials. The DEIS conducted records search and field 
reconnaissance to sites rated medium and high risk by which contamination of soil and/ or 
groundwater by petroleum or hazardous materials has occurred, contamination may exist and 
where the potential for contamination of petroleum or hazardous materials exists due to past or 
present land use in close proximity to the project N-S Corridor area. The N-S Corridor remains 
within the existing FECR Corridor, and no land acquisition is required. A buffer of 200 feet on 
each side of the N-S Corridor was defined in the search and screened area. No historical 
concerns were identified within the environmental documents and historical aerials along the 
corridor, and therefore, field reconnaissance was used to assess the sites in close proximity to the 
project area to identify sites that potentially could impact the human environment from 
contaminated soil, groundwater and/or other hazardous materials.  


 
There were 215 high risk and 48 medium risk sites adjacent to the N-S Corridor that were 
inspected, and several sites outside the 200-foot buffer from the 100-foot wide existing active 
railroad were also visited for possible soil contamination, dead or stressed vegetation or refuse 
indicating the presence of pollutants, toxic or hazardous materials. A total of 238 sites were 
identified as potentially contaminated sites, including 101 high-risk, 23 medium-risk, and 114 
low-risk with 99 sites rated as no-risk.  


 
The proposed work for the N-S Corridor is to be completed within the existing FECR Corridor, 
and the DEIS indicates it will present minimal subsurface disturbance. No impacts from existing 
contaminated areas are anticipated. For any contamination that is discovered, the DEIS indicates 
the implementation of BMPs during construction to include special waste handling, dust control, 
and management and disposal of contaminated soil and groundwater to provide adequate 
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protection to workers and nearby sensitive environmental and human areas. Site remedial actions 
will ensure nearby or adjacent potentially impacted areas are adequately protected and 
contaminated substances will be managed in accordance with applicable federal, state, and local 
laws and regulations as listed in this DEIS. The DEIS adequately addresses the issues of  
subsurface contamination and waste materials. 


 
Secondary and Cumulative Effects. The DEIS has adequately addressed the hazardous materials 
elements of the proposed project. Indirect effects related to subsurface contamination or waste 
materials management could exist if the No-Action or Action Alternatives potentially impact an 
ongoing remediation of a known release or mediated materials following construction or waste in 
transport to another site or waste mitigation area. No indirect effects were identified for the No-
Action Alternative; however, a secondary effect related to subsurface contamination or waste 
materials management could exist if an Action Alternative has the potential to cause an impact. 
The No-Action and all Action Alternatives could result in an indirect impact should a spill from 
a freight train occurs along the N-S Corridor.  


  
Construction activities may generate releases or spills as a result of the storage and use of 
hazardous materials associated with construction equipment, storage tanks and pipelines. AAF 
has indicated that any new facilities constructed will be subject to applicable regulations, and a 
new Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasure Plan would be implemented to reduce risk of 
releases. All construction hazardous materials will be disposed of in accordance with state and 
local laws and would include off-site facilities such as landfills, recycling centers, and treatment 
plants.  
 
Passenger Secondary Impacts. The DEIS addresses hazardous materials spills/releases as related 
to soil and ground contamination.  However, it does not address the potential hazardous materials 
releases from freight trains in proximity to a passenger train. Since the passenger trains are to be 
running adjacent to, with, or passing freight trains, there is a potential for train derailment and 
subsequent hazardous materials releases impacting passengers. The DEIS does not adequately 
address impacts, response or mitigation of freight train hazardous materials spill/release in 
proximity of passenger trains.  


 
The DEIS suggests outreach and training with local first responders but does not elaborate or 
identify details of outreach and capacity of training. Additional information should be provided 
regarding railroad interaction with local first responders in derailment and hazardous materials 
response capabilities and operational interaction with local agencies.  


 
In addition, the list of Hazardous Materials Currently Transported on FECR Corridor included in 
the DEIS is not exhaustive of chemical materials carried by rail, but instead, it only addresses 
chemical materials in relation to the identified contaminated sites for the DEIS. More data 
regarding the universe of potential chemicals to be transported is needed for appropriate response 
planning by emergency management and first responder agencies.  
 


Recommendations:  
 The final EIS should include an analysis of the potential impacts, the adequacy of 


emergency response and operational interaction among local agencies, and 
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mitigation measures for freight train hazardous materials spills/releases in 
proximity of passenger trains. 


 Additional data is needed regarding the entire range and frequency of chemical 
materials that could be carried on the corridor. 
 


Water Resources 
 
The DEIS analyzed project impacts to surface water and groundwater resources, including 
navigable waters, Outstanding Florida Waters and impaired water bodies. Constructing the 
project in the N‐S Corridor would not create new impervious surface or alter the existing 
drainage system because the project will utilize the existing rail corridor, which originally 
included two rail lines. The majority of the original second line was previously removed, but the 
track bed remains. The project would include reconstruction of the second line on the existing 
track bed. Reconstructing the second rail line within the existing roadbed would not create new 
impervious area. Also, the adjacent surface drainage is not expected to be impacted with the 
reconstruction of the second line. The existing cross drainage facilities on the adjacent roadways 
span the entire right‐of‐way width and would not require modification for installation of the 
second rail line on existing roadbed. 
 
Water quality and quantity concerns associated with reconstructing the rail bed to add a second 
track are to be addressed as part of the Florida Environmental Resource Permit process. Drainage 
would be accommodated using an existing channel along the north or south side of the right‐of‐
way. In some cases, this would require relocating existing drainage channels. No construction 
would occur that would potentially contact or impact groundwater supply. Constructing the rail 
in this corridor is not expected to result in a substantial impact to groundwater or aquifer 
recharge. Surface water resources would experience minor direct effects as a result 
reconstructing or replacing 18 bridges along the N-S Corridor. Direct permanent impacts would 
include installing concrete pilings and abutments within surface waters. No permanent adverse 
impacts to surface water quality or adverse impacts to Outstanding Florida Waters are expected 
to be caused by the bridges. 
 
The N‐S Corridor would overlap the eastern border of an aquifer protection area within Palm 
Beach County. The proposed improvements would not increase impervious surfaces in aquifer 
stream flow and recharge source zones. No adverse impacts to the aquifers are expected. The 
N-S Corridor passes through several wellfield protection zones in Brevard, Indian River, St. 
Lucie, Martin, and Palm Beach counties. Each of these counties has policies and regulations, in 
the form of wellfield protection ordinances, to protect drinking water supplies from 
contamination. The project would comply with all local ordinances for protection of the 
wellfields. Therefore, no impacts to wellfield resources are expected. 
 
The DEIS indicates AAF will provide water quality mitigation and stormwater treatment as part 
of the project to mitigate for project related impacts. Specific measures would be determined by 
and in compliance with permit requirements. Temporary effects to surface waters and 
groundwater during construction activities will be minimized through the application of BMPs. 
During construction, AAF will use sediment control BMPs, including installation of turbidity 
curtains and silt fencing, to protect surface waters. Accidental spills of material such as fuels, 
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lubricants, solvents, or other liquids that could harm surface waters will be cleaned up in a timely 
manner in accordance with a spill prevention plan and BMPs. These measures would minimize 
the potential for temporary effects. The DEIS contains sufficient information to address 
impacts to water resources. 
 
Floodplains 
 
The N-S Corridor crosses the 100-year floodplain and numerous floodplains primarily associated 
with estuarine and coastal waters. The N-S Corridor also crosses several federal flood control 
watersheds and waterways including Earman River and Taylor Creek. No construction is 
proposed at Taylor Creek, and the single-track bridge parallel to Earman River Bridge will not 
affect flooding. The DEIS indicates the project will not result in significant impacts on the 
beneficial value of floodplains and would not adversely impact any federal flood control 
projects. All three action alternatives would require construction within the 100-year floodplain 
along the N-S Corridor, and the DEIS indicates impacts are unavoidable due to the extent of the 
floodplains within the study area.  
 
The project along the N-S Corridor would impact 68.6 acres within the 100-year floodplain. The 
DEIS indicates that floodplain management is not a concern as the project would be limited to 
the existing FECR Corridor to maximize use of existing infrastructure, minimizing any new 
landfill requirements. Flood-prone areas occurring within the FECR N-S Corridor were filled 
during the original construction of the rail line. Filling would be reduced to areas where third 
track and curve reduction area construction is present, and reduction of flood storage volume 
from replacement fill would be insignificant. The DEIS has indicated that the N-S Corridor is not 
anticipated to promote future incompatible floodplain development or increase potential for 
flood related property damage or risk to human life.  
 
The proposed project will mitigate all floodplain impacts in accordance with state and local laws 
as related to compensation and permitting. Potential harm to floodplain areas is mitigated by 
retaining existing elevations where feasible, construction of stormwater structures and retention 
ponds and minimizing fill in sensitive areas. The DEIS has adequately addressed floodplain 
issues as related to the N-S Corridor. 
 
Wetlands 
 
The DEIS indicates the project would directly impact a total of about 127.7 acres of wetlands in 
Alternative A, 164.9 acres in Alternative C, and 157.5 acres in Alternative E. These impacts are 
to all types of aquatic resources, including streams and waterways, reservoirs, and a variety of 
natural wetland types. The greatest impact to wetlands is associated with the construction of a 
new rail line in the E-W Corridor and the new intermodal facility at Orlando International 
Airport. However, the DEIS indicates direct wetland and aquatic habitat losses within the N‐S 
Corridor through the Treasure Coast Region would total approximately 2.0 acres due to bridge 
construction. These include streams and waterways, wetland hardwood forest, mangrove swamps 
and treeless hydric savannah. Regarding indirect impacts, the DEIS indicates the project would 
impact about 2.58 acres of forested wetlands. Bridge construction activities would require 
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trimming mangroves adjacent to bridges, which would reduce the quality of the existing habitat 
as well as altering the light regime within these wetland areas. 
 
The DEIS indicates AAF will minimize impacts to wetlands to the greatest extent practicable 
during the final design process. This will be accomplished through the permitting process in 
coordination with a variety of state and federal agencies. AAF has proposed measures to avoid 
and minimize wetland losses through the use of retaining walls and other methods. AAF will 
mitigate all unavoidable impacts to jurisdictional wetlands in compliance with the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) joint mitigation 
rule. AAF has proposed to mitigate impacts through the purchase of in‐kind mitigation bank 
credits. AAF cannot determine the amount of compensatory mitigation credit required to offset 
unavoidable effects until a permit application is submitted to the USACE. The DEIS contains 
sufficient information to address impacts to wetlands. 
 
Biological Resources & Natural Ecological Systems 
 
The DEIS indicates the project would directly impact a total of about 93.0 acres of natural 
upland habitat in Alternative A, 121.8 acres in Alternative C, and 109.4 acres in Alternative E. 
These impacts are to all types of natural uplands, but the highest loss of habitat is to forested 
plant communities. The greatest impact to natural upland habitat is associated with the 
construction of a new rail line in the E-W Corridor and the new intermodal facility at Orlando 
International Airport. However, the DEIS indicates that all construction activities proposed for 
the N‐S Corridor through the Treasure Coast Region would occur within previously disturbed 
areas in the FECR Corridor and would not impact natural communities. 
 
The DEIS indicates the potential loss of wildlife habitat could result in indirect or secondary 
effects to wildlife such as habitat fragmentation and associated edge effects, such as the loss of 
genetic diversity of plant and animal populations, increased competition for resources, and 
physical or psychological restrictions on movements caused by some feature within a corridor 
that wildlife are unwilling or unable to cross. It is also possible that the operation of the project 
could displace some individual wildlife populations that are sensitive to noise and vibration. 
However, these potential impacts have been minimized by siting the project immediately 
adjacent to an existing transportation corridor (E-W Corridor) or within an existing rail corridor 
(N-S Corridor). Therefore, the project is not expected to significantly increase fragmentation and 
noise impacts that do not already exist. The DEIS states AAF will minimize effects to upland 
habitats and wildlife through implementation of standard construction BMPs and mitigation 
measures. These include designs to provide wildlife passage under bridges and through culverts 
in critical areas, and re-vegetation of cleared areas when required by standard BMPs and 
applicable laws. The DEIS contains sufficient information to address impacts to biological 
resources and natural ecological systems. 
 
Threatened & Endangered Species 
 
The DEIS describes the analysis of state and/or federally listed species documented or expected 
to occur in or near the project study area. The analysis identified 38 plant and animal species that 
are both federally and state listed and 36 plant and animal species only listed by the State of 
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Florida. As a cooperating agency with the development of the DEIS, the USACE has issued a 
determination that the project would not jeopardize any listed species or modify any designated 
critical habitat. This determination was made in coordination with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS), Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC), and other 
federal and state agencies. While no significant impacts to sensitive species are anticipated, the 
USFWS and FWC recommended species specific mitigation measures for each potentially 
affected federally or state-listed species. The DEIS indicates that AAF has committed to 
implementing these specific measures to mitigate for potential temporary and permanent impacts 
to federally listed species or protected species habitat. Many of these measures call for 
procedures to be implemented during construction of the project. These include a series of 
mitigation measures to protect the West Indian manatee; wood stork; bald eagle; eastern indigo 
snake; sea turtle and smalltooth sawfish; Johnson’s seagrass; and gopher tortoise. In addition, 
AAF has committed to conducting pre‐construction surveys for the Audubon’s crested caracara; 
Florida scrub‐jay; red‐cockaded woodpecker; sand skinks; and state‐listed plant species. The 
DEIS contains sufficient information to address impacts to threatened and endangered 
species. 
 
Utilities and Energy Resources 
 
The DEIS indicates the project would have no, or negligible, effects on utilities and energy 
resources. Above and below ground electrical transmission and distribution lines are located 
along and within the existing N‐S Corridor through the Treasure Coast Region. Electrical service 
providers within the N‐S Corridor include FPL and the City of Vero Beach. In some locations, 
poles will require relocation in order to accommodate the new mainline track and upgraded 
crossings. AAF would coordinate with the affected utilities during final design and prior to 
construction. Pole relocation is expected to be minimal, and associated with grade crossings and 
limited sections of the rail corridor where new track is required. The locomotives are planned as 
diesel‐electric units and will not place any additional load on the existing electrical and utility 
services. Based on the estimated annual quantities of diesel consumption, the impact on energy 
resources would be negligible. The increase in electrical service/demand due to signals is 
minimal and will require no major changes or construction of electrical or other utility 
infrastructure. Improving the railroad crossings could impose temporary and minor disturbances 
on electrical service. Also, the DEIS indicates the existing FECR Corridor contains underground 
fiber‐optic duct banks containing FECR communications and signals systems. The DEIS states 
that the Positive Train Control System will use the existing Parallel Infrastructure LLC’s fiber 
optic system within the FECR Corridor. The DEIS contains sufficient information to address 
impacts to utilities and energy resources. 
 
Communities and Demographics 
 
The N‐S Corridor is within the existing FECR Corridor and passes through numerous 
incorporated Treasure Coast municipalities: Vero Beach, Fort Pierce, Stuart, Jupiter, Palm Beach 
Gardens, Riviera Beach, and West Palm Beach.  The total population of the 117 census tracts 
within the project study area is 535,868, which represents 15.1 percent of the total population of 
the six counties traversed by the project. Within the Treasure Coast, 77 census tracts lie within 
the project study area and have a population of 298,613. 
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Table 4.4.1-2    Total Population of Census Tracts Crossed by the Project, by County 


Geography 
(No. of Census Tracts) Total Population 


Total Population of the 
Census Tracts Transected 


by the Project 
Florida 18,688,787 -- 
Six County Total 3,541,985 535,868 
Orange (8) 1,133,087 78,632 
Brevard (32) 542,320 158,623 
Indian River (17) 137,004 69,533 
St. Lucie (10) 274,693 35,131 
Martin (20) 145,480 78,352 
Palm Beach (30 - N-S Corridor) 1,309,401 115,597 
Palm Beach (46 - WPB-M Corridor) 1,320,134* 170,687* 
Broward (52) 1,748,066* 220,308* 
Miami-Dade (38) 2,496,435* 157,769* 


Source: USCB. 2011. 2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates: Total Population. http://factfinder2.census.gov/. Accessed August 
13, 2013; AAF. 2012. Environmental Assessment and Section   4(f) Evaluation for the All Aboard Florida Passenger Rail Project West Palm Beach 
to Miami, Florida .http://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/L04278. Accessed September 12, 2013. 


 * Population data, as presented in Section 3.3.3 of the 2012 EA, derives from the 2010 U.S. Census 


  


The application indicates the N‐S Corridor would not result in residential displacement, 
neighborhood fragmentation, or the loss of continuity between neighborhoods. The N‐S Corridor 
is within the existing FECR Corridor and would not displace residences or businesses.  


 
During the construction phase of the project, however, there would be disruptions to automobile 
traffic and upgrades at grade crossings and bridge rehabilitations would adversely impact travel 
between adjacent neighborhoods and could potentially impede emergency responders. AAF has 
indicated it will work with all local communities to minimize traffic disruptions and to maintain 
emergency access. 


 
Environmental Justice 
 
This section of the DEIS describes the potential effects to minority and low‐income populations 
within the project study area that could result from the project. Executive Order 12898, Federal 


Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Population and Low-Income Populations, 


was issued in February 1994 and requires that federal agencies consider whether a project would 
have a disproportionately high adverse impact on minority or low‐income populations. 


 
The N-S Corridor in the Treasure Coast Region passes through 19 census tracts that meet the 
established environmental justice thresholds. The DEIS indicates the project would not result in 



http://factfinder2.census.gov/

http://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/details/L04278
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disproportionately high and adverse impacts to minority or low‐income populations. AAF 
maintains there would be no adverse impacts to environmental justice communities resulting 
from residential displacement, job loss or neighborhood fragmentation due to the use of property. 
However, increased rail traffic on the N-S Corridor, especially passing through environmental 
justice communities may disproportionately impact residents’ ability to travel from 
neighborhoods west of the FECR to adjacent amenities and employment opportunities east of the 
FECR in a timely manner. Transportation-disadvantaged residents may be especially affected. 
Further, these communities include a  large number of Title 1 schools, which tend to attract large 
numbers of students and families who walk or bike to school, work, and home often across the 
rail corridor. The project has not provided sufficient information to make a definitive 
determination that the project will not adversely impact environmental justice populations.     


 
The project would result in vibration impacts to 3,317 residential parcels along the N-S Corridor, 
820 (24.7 percent) of which are within environmental justice communities. All Aboard Florida 
indicates that vibration impacts would be mitigated using ballast mats beneath rail lines, “frogs” 
at selected switch locations with nearby sensitive receptors, and special pile-driving methods at 
selected locations near sensitive receptors during construction. Environmental justice 
communities would not experience any disproportionate adverse impacts from vibration along 
the N-S Corridor with the implementation of these measures. 


 
The project would not require the use of land within a park, recreational area or wildlife Section 
4(f) resource. The DEIS indicates there would be no disproportionate adverse impacts within 
environmental justice communities along the N-S Corridor as a result of the loss of Section 4(f) 
recreational or park resources. 
 
Recommendations: 
 
 The final EIS should provide additional information to definitively determine the 


project will not adversely impact environmental justice populations including but not 
limited to access to school and work, neighborhood fragmentation, and access by the 
transportation disadvantaged. 


 
 
Economic Conditions  


 
The DEIS describes the potential effects to local economic conditions that could result from the 
project. Potential long‐term direct and adverse effects to local economic conditions would 
include the loss of municipal property tax revenue from the acquisition of privately owned 
properties, permanent displacement of existing businesses and associated revenues, and 
employment displacement. Potential long‐term direct and beneficial effects to local economic 
conditions would include expenditures associated with project operations such as labor, fuel 
costs, equipment maintenance, insurance, maintenance of right‐of‐way, and lease payments.  


 
Additionally, local governments would be adversely by increased costs for grade crossing 
infrastructure, necessitated by the installation of a second railroad track. Each grade crossing is 
currently governed by a separate grade crossing maintenance agreement, which tend to assign 
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infrastructure maintenance and replacement costs to local governments. Historically, these 
agreements have not been accompanied by a set fee structure or forecast to enable local 
governments to budget for costs over time. This issue is not addressed under economic impacts 
in the DEIS.  
 
All Aboard Florida suggests the project would increase federal, state, and local government 
revenues based on jobs created during construction of the project and annual operational 
activities. An economic benefits analysis was conducted for the project. As indicated in Table 
5.4.3-1, constructing the project is expected to generate over 10,000 jobs and generate a total 
economic benefit of $3.4 billion. 


 


Table 5.4.3-1    Summary of Economic Benefits of AAF Construction and Operations 


 
Category 


 Operations 


Construction Average Annual Total  
(2016-2021) 


Jobs Over 10,000 1,603 1,603 
Labor Income $1.2 Billion $75 Million $442 Million 
Gross Domestic Product $1.7 Billion $105 Million $619 Million 
Total Economic Value $3.4 Billion $150 Million $887 Million 
Federal. State and Local Taxes $291 Million $21 Million $126 Million 


Source: WEG 2014 
   


While the project is estimated to divert 10 percent of the proposed long-distance passenger rail 
ridership from airplane passengers to passenger rail service, the estimated lost revenue from the 
diversion of air passengers accounts for less than 0.1 percent of the airlines’ (American Airlines, 
Spirit Airlines, and Silver Airways) combined annual operating revenue. The applicant maintains 
the project would not have significant economic impact to the airlines serving Orlando and 
Southeast Florida nor would potential diversion from other intercity rail services and bus 
services result in a significant economic impact from lost revenue.  


 
The DEIS indicates the project would not require acquisition of privately owned property along 
the N‐S Corridor, as the N‐S Corridor is entirely within the existing FECR Corridor. Since no 
land acquisition is necessary, the project would not result in the reduction of municipal tax 
revenue, commercial displacements, or job loss along the N‐S Corridor. 


 
Overall, the project is estimated to add approximately $1.2 billion to Florida’s Gross Domestic 
Product in estimated annual economic development through 2021 and generate approximately 
$187 million in annual federal, state and local government tax revenue through 2021. These 
potential indirect and secondary effects of the project on local economic conditions are 
summarized in Table 5.4.3-2. 
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Table 5.4.3-2    Summary of Economic Benefits of TOD Construction and Operations 
 
Category 


 Operations 
Construction Average Annual Total (2016-2021) 


Jobs 1,695 389 389 
Labor Income $658.8 


Million 
$20 Million $66 Million 


Gross Domestic Product $980.5 
Million 


$60 Million $204 Million 
Total Economic Value $1.8 Billion $80 Million $284 Million 
Federal. State and Local Taxes $187.4 


Million 
$14 Million $48 Million 


Source: WEG 2014 


  
Additional indirect economic benefits of the project as described in the DEIS could be realized 
through savings associated with reduced highway maintenance costs, and reductions in road 
congestion which would prolong the lifespan of highway infrastructure. 


 
The DEIS indicates the project will create tangible economic benefits to the State of Florida and 
to the communities through which the project traverses. The information and analysis provided 
by AAF in the DEIS, however, does not present the net economic benefits of the overall project. 
A detailed cost/benefit analysis should be conducted to determine, what, if any negative 
economic impacts might be realized by communities adjacent to the N-S Corridor resulting from 
increased operations and maintenance costs. For example, costs may be associated with 
enhanced infrastructure and safety measures that may be required to mitigate project impacts. It 
is also conceivable that businesses and residences located within a reasonable distance of the N-S 
Corridor may be negatively impacted by reductions in property values because of the proposed 
increased freight traffic on the railroad. In addition, the delays anticipated for marine navigation 
are anticipated to substantially impact the marine industries as well as related industries such as 
hospitality and tourism. The positive economic benefits of the project need to be weighed against 
the potential negative economic impacts. The information provided in the DEIS is not sufficient 
to determine long-term net economic impacts of the project to communities, businesses, or 
residents.   
 


Recommendations: 
 The final EIS should include a more detailed and balanced cost/benefit analysis of 


the project’s economic impacts to local governments, businesses, and residents. 
 The final EIS should include a requirement for the establishment of a standardized, 


predictable, and reasonable fee structure for local governments regarding grade 
crossing improvements.   


 
Historic & Cultural Resources 


 
The DEIS indicates the portion of the project that traverses the Treasure Coast Region contains 
several cultural resource eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), 
including the FECR Railway Historic District, three bridges, and five identified archeological 
sites. The project would return the N-S Corridor to a dual-track system, which was historically in 
place. The addition of the second track would return the corridor to its historic configuration and 
historic use as a passenger rail line. The DEIS maintains the NRHP-eligible FECR Railway 
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Historic District would not be adversely affected by the project. This issue is addressed 
adequately in the DEIS. 


 
Historic Bridges.  The N-S Corridor within the Treasure Coast Region contains a number of 
bridges, three (Sebastian River, St. Lucie River and Loxahatchee River) that have been identified 
as individually eligible for listing on the NRHP. The project envisions the demolition of the 
Sebastian River Bridge and the construction of a new bridge with double tracks within the same 
footprint. This action is considered an adverse effect that cannot be avoided.  AAF proposes to 
conduct historic research and prepare a Historic American Buildings Survey and Historic 
American Engineering Record for the bridge prior to its demolition. Consultation with SHPO is 
ongoing. This issue is adequately addressed in the DEIS. 


 
The St. Lucie River and Loxahatchee River bridges would be rehabilitated but not substantially 
altered. AAF has pledged to continue to consult with SHPO to avoid and/or minimize effects to 
bridges during proposed rehabilitation work. This issue is adequately addressed in the DEIS. 
 
Historic Districts and Structures.  The DEIS indicates improvements within the N‐S Corridor 
would remain within the existing right‐of‐way and will not require right‐of‐way acquisition from 
any adjacent historic districts or individual NRHP‐listed or eligible historic resources. It has 
made the determination the project will have no effect on historic resources adjacent to the N-S 
Corridor or adjacent to at-grade crossings. The DEIS identifies only one historic district on the 
N-S Corridor – the Union Cypress Saw Mill Historic District in Brevard County. However, the 
DEIS fails to recognize the presence of several additional historic districts in St. Lucie County, 
including the St. Lucie Village Historic District and Fort Pierce Downtown Historic District, 
both of which are bisected by the N-S Corridor, as well as Edgar Town Historic District and the 
River’s Edge Historic District, which abut the N-S Corridor. Each of these historic contains 
additional historic resources, and it is unclear whether or not these resources have been analyzed 
for impacts from the proposed project. While the DEIS indicates the project will not adversely 
impact historic resources, the data is insufficient to make this determination.  Potential negative 
indirect effects may be realized if increased development resulting from the project results in 
pressure to demolish or destroy cultural resources.   
 
Recommendation: 


 An updated historic and cultural resources analysis should be conducted with 
consideration of all designated historic districts as well as all designated and eligible 
structures along the corridor to fully assess project impacts. 


 
Archeological Sites:  The DEIS identified five archeological sites within the Treasure Coast 
Region as illustrated in Table 4.4.5-14. The DEIS indicates AAF will continue to consult with 
SHPO during the design process as needed in order to ensure appropriate sensitivity to the 
previously recorded archeological sites. It is recommended that SHPO evaluate the four 
archeological sites, not evaluated by SHPO to determine possible NRHP eligibility.  
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Table 4.4.5-14  Archaeological Sites Located within the N-S Corridor APE 


FMSF # Site Name / Address Site Type 
National Register 


Significance* 


8IR846 Railroad Malabar-Period Shell Midden and 
Artifact Scatter Not Evaluated by SHPO 


8MT1287 Hobe Sound National 
Wildlife Refuge #3 


Prehistoric Campsite and Prehistoric 
Shell Midden Not Evaluated by SHPO 


8SL41 Fort Capron Historic Fort Not Evaluated by SHPO 


8SL1136 Pineapple Surface Scatter, Campsite, Homestead, 
and Farmstead Ineligible 


8SL1772 Avenue A-Downtown 
Fort Pierce 


Precolumbian Habitation, Midden, 
Campsite, and extractive Site; Historic 
American Building Remains, Refuse, and 
Artifact Scatter 


Not Evaluated by SHPO 


*       As recorded in the FMSF; may require re-evaluation 
 


The DEIS indicates the project would increase noise and vibration levels above existing 
conditions in the N-S Corridor, noting these noise and vibration level changes will not adversely 
impact cultural or historic resources. This issue is adequately addressed in the DEIS. 


 
Recreational Resources 


 
The DEIS describes existing recreational properties along with properties that are protected by 
the Land and Water Conservation Act of 1965. These resources are identified as parks, recreation 
areas, or wildlife and waterfowl refuges of national, state, or local significance that are available 
to the public. These resources are all parks and other recreational facilities that have been the 
subject of Land and Water Conservation Fund Act grants of any type. 


 
Twenty-six resources were identified in the DEIS within 300 feet of the project alignment along 
the N-S Corridor within the Treasure Coast Region. Two of the resources are bisected by the 
project – the Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge and Jonathan Dickinson State Park. The 
DEIS indicates all construction will take place within the FECR-owned right-of-way, and no 
acquisition of new right-of-way within these resource property limits is required. To ensure the 
safety of users of Jonathan Dickinson State Park, AAF proposes to implement at-grade crossing 
improvements where the N-S Corridor crosses Southeast Jonathan Dickinson Way, which is an 
access road connecting the park to U.S. 1.    


 
Two additional resources identified in the DEIS include the North Sebastian Conservation Area 
and Sawfish Bay Park. Both of these resources are along the N‐S Corridor. No land acquisition is 
planned within either of these resource areas. The N-S Corridor does not cross either resource 
area. The project also does not appear to affect the use of these recreation resources adjacent to 
the project in regards to noise, vibration, aesthetics, or access. Impacts to recreational 
resources are adequately addressed in the DEIS.  
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Summary of Local Government Meetings  
 
To further evaluate regional aspects of the DEIS, Council conducted two public meetings – on 
October 22, 2014 in the Town of Jupiter and on October 23, 2014 in the City of Fort Pierce. The 
meetings were attended by representatives of local governments, agencies, legislative and 
congressional delegation members, and the public. Meeting notes from both meetings are 
included in as attachments to this staff report. Several issues identified through this additional 
due diligence have been incorporated into the staff report. (See Exhibits 5 and 6) 
 
Summary of Comments from Local Governments, Agencies, and the Public  
 
The proposed AAF project has been the subject of extensive discussion and deliberation by local 
governments, agencies, Council, and the public.  Correspondence received by Council related 
specifically to the DEIS is noted below:   
 


 DEIS comments received from the Town of Jupiter, dated November 10, 2014 
(Exhibit 7) 


 DEIS comments received from the City of Fort Pierce, dated November 14, 2014 
(Exhibit 8) 


 DEIS comments received from Mr. Joel M. Tallant, Sr., a resident of Indian River 
County, dated September 24, 2014 (Exhibit 9) 


 DEIS comments received from Mr. Michael J. Kennedy, President Marine Industries 
Association of Palm Beach County, dated November 20, 2014 (Exhibit 10) 


 DEIS comments received from the City of Palm Beach Gardens, dated November 20, 
2014 (Exhibit 10). 


Additional correspondence and resolutions from local governments, agencies, and elected 
officials related to the AAF project are included as supplemental material on Council’s website. 
 
Conclusion  
 
The AAF project represents the potential for significant improvements to the FEC railway 
system and for substantial impacts upon the region’s transportation network; land use patterns; 
the natural, physical and social environment; and the economy. As noted in the report, the DEIS 
does not provide sufficient data in several key areas for a thorough analysis of impacts at the 
local and regional level. Key data and analysis deficiencies are identified to be addressed in the 
final EIS. While passenger rail service has historically been supported at the local and regional 
level, the project as described in the DEIS creates disproportionate benefits and impacts. Areas 
gaining access to new passenger rail service appear benefitted by improved mobility, air quality, 
economic expansion, and job creation. However, the lack of access to AAF service in the 
northern counties provides adverse impacts from the project without any apparent benefits to 
offset those impacts. The DEIS provides little in the way of analysis or mitigation measures to 
address this imbalance. The final EIS: 1) should address data deficiencies; 2) include a more 
thorough analysis of project costs and benefits and suggested mitigation measures and 
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alternatives; and 3) establish stronger measures to more completely mitigate regional and local 
impacts and to provide a better balance among the competing forms of transportation. 
 
Attachments  
 







   
 


List of Exhibits 
 
  


Exhibit  


1 Project Map 
2 Jupiter Inlet District – Boat Count Data 
3 Martin County Report: Potential Impacts - Navigation 
4 Federal Railroad Administration On-Site Engineering Reports  
5 Staff Summary of the Regional Meeting in Jupiter on October 22, 2014 
6 Staff Summary of the Regional Meeting in Fort Pierce on October 23, 2014 
7 Correspondence from the Town of Jupiter dated November 10, 2014 
8 Correspondence from the City of Fort Pierce dated November 14, 2014 
9 Correspondence from Mr. Joel M. Tallent, Sr. – Resident of Indian River County 


dated September 24, 2014 
10 Correspondence from Mr. Michael J. Kennedy, President of MIA PBC 
11 Correspondence from the City of Palm Beach Gardens dated November 20, 2014 


 
 
  







   


 


EXHIBIT 1 
Project Map 


 


 
  







   


 


EXHIBIT 2 
Jupiter Inlet District – Boat Count Data 


 


 
  


Retrieved November 14, 2014 from http://jupiterinletdistrict.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/02/Boat-
Traffic-thru-2014-09.pdf. 
 







   


 


EXHIBIT 3 
Martin County Report: Potential Impacts - Navigation 


 


 







   


 


EXHIBIT 4 
Federal Railroad Administration On-Site Engineering Field Reports  


 
  







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 
 







   


 


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 


 







   


 


 
  







   


 


EXHIBIT 5 
Staff Summary of the Regional Meeting in Jupiter on October 22, 2014 


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 


 
 







   


 


EXHIBIT 6 
Staff Summary of the Regional Meeting in Fort Pierce on October 23, 2014 


 


 
  







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 


 
  







   


 


EXHIBIT 7 
Correspondence from the Town of Jupiter dated November 10, 2014 


 







   


 







   


 







   


 
 







   


 


EXHIBIT 8 
Correspondence from the City of Fort Pierce dated November 14, 2014 


  







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 







   


 


 
 
 







   


 


EXHIBIT 9 
Correspondence from Mr. Joel L. .Tallant, Sr. –  


Resident of Indian River County dated September 24, 2014 


 
 







   


 


 
  







   


 


EXHIBIT 10 
Correspondence from Mr. Robert J. Kennedy, President of the Marine Industries 


Association of Palm Beach County dated November 20, 2014 


 
  







   


 


EXHIBIT 11 
Correspondence from the City of Palm Beach Gardens dated November 20, 2014 


 
  







   


 


 







From: Sanders, Steve
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: kcsoulhealer@aol.com
Subject: TREASURE COAST TRAIN
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 10:43:20 PM

Sirs,
  When is a person that has either been elected or appointed to a position where they are to serve the people going to
 actually serve the people? We've reached a point in time where it is no longer a government for the people and by the
 people. It is now a government for the corporations by the corporations. This is truly a plan that will benefit only a few,
 probably just the investors, while harming tens of thousands.
  78 grade crossings alone should be enough information to know that this should be moved inland. The attractions to
 the Treasure Coast are the weather and water. Trying to get to the water will be maddening. Prospective real
 estate sales will be lost. This will increase traffic which is what we don't need.
  What about emergency service vehicles? Whether it is fire protection or ambulance services, they will be delayed. How
 does that serve the people?
  This just doesn't make sense and what's wrong with doing something sensible?
 
W. Steven Sanders
4633 SE Bridgetown Ct.
Stuart FL 34997

mailto:ssanders@utilimap.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:kcsoulhealer@aol.com


From: Joy moore
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Treasure coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 2:00:05 PM

Take it all out west along I95 lots of room easier less money and hassle for AAF make tracks a FEC walk-bike path
 thru fl

mailto:enjoymoore09@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: William Crocco
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Treasure coast
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 4:35:24 PM

Att: Mr. J. Winkle

Who are the beneficiaries of AAF?  Certainly not the people residing on the Treasure coast of Florida.   Have you
 ever been to St. Lucie Village in St. Lucie County?  It is still like old Florida used to be, and the people of St. Lucie
 County would like it to remain that way.  I live in Indian River County and whether I go to Church, a doctor or to
 visit someone in the hospital, I have to cross railroad tracks.  It is not bad crossing now, but with 32 more trains
 daily, it certainly will be a challenge.

Since there is no benefit to the three Treasure coast counties (Martin, St. Lucie and Indian River), why not move the
 tracks in those 3 counties west of their current location where there are not as many residents and so much more
 barren land? 

Yes, the present rails are used mostly for freight, but the increase in freight will increase dramatically in the next few
 years, as will the length of time one will have to wait at the rail crossings.

Please listen to the people of the Treasure coast and stop All Aboard Florida before it is too late.

Sincerely,
Marilyn Crocco

Sent from my iPad

mailto:wamajak@icloud.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Linda Morrissey
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Treasure coast
Date: Saturday, September 20, 2014 6:58:35 AM

I am finding the railroad appalling for the treasure coast area.  We have two future projects
 going on that are not coinciding with each other 
1 Crosstown parkway bridge 
2 future thoughts of Walton road .psl bridge to hitching island 
3 AAF
Questions
1 why not build a station at Walton road for treasure coast?
2  incorporate crosstown parkway with Walton rd future  bridge with AAf station
3 if none of the above WHY NO STOP FOR TREASURE COAST??
4 SEVERE SAFETY issues for all homes and businesses near railroad tracks .  ?
5 Maintaining railroad issues for tax payers?
6 noise levels everywhere?
7 Treasure Coast home sales will be driven down for those who live in area close to railroad
 and over loaded West Palm Beach with issues now ( crime) levels will rise.
8  No seems to care about what the treasure coast thinks only when taxes will be raised to
 maintain the railroad but no home taxes will be lowered when the appraised value drops.
9  what about those who work on the islands (Nettles , Hutchinson etc  Those people have to
 be delayed due to passing train??  
I have heard No matter what the people say 
YOUR PROJECT IS GOING THROUGH  IT ALREADY HAS BEGUN.
Thank you for listening
LM

mailto:lindamm53@gmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: bbonnell@cfl.rr.com
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: unbearable train noise & vibration
Date: Friday, September 19, 2014 6:18:37 PM

I live near the tracks and already have the walls and windows vibrate and need to sleep with ear plugs. 
 My life in my retirement home will be destroyed should AAF come to pass...
 
Bonnie Bonnell

This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus
 protection is active.

mailto:bbonnell@cfl.rr.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
http://www.avast.com/
http://www.avast.com/


From: Ann Wysock
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Unhappy with new train schedule
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 3:22:34 PM

We are very unhappy with the thought of any new trains going through the Treasure
 Coast.  The train crossings in Stuart are heavily backed up with traffic currently and
 will even be worse when the snowbirds arrive for the winter.  If you need to add trains
 from Orlando to West Palm Beach do it along the turnpike corridor, not in our
 backyards.

Very angrily yours,

Ann J Wysock

mailto:ajwysock@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Amanda Durham
To: andrew.w.phillips@usace.army.mil
Cc: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: USACOA Public Notice
Date: Friday, November 7, 2014 4:11:50 PM
Attachments: US Army Corps Eng ltr 11-7-14 (2).pdf

US Army Corps Eng ltr 11-7-14.pdf
ec007 AAF DEIS Review.pdf

Attached please find: Letter from Steven H. Gray, Esquire re: USACOA Public Notice with enclosure.
 
Thank you,

Amanda
 
Amanda Durham
Paralegal to Steven H. Gray, Esquire
E-mail: ADurham@gahlaw.com
 
Gray, Ackerman & Haines, P.A.
125 NE First Avenue, Suite 1
Ocala, Florida 34470-6675
Web: www.gahlaw.com
 
This message and any attachments are intended for the use of the addressee and may contain
 information that is privileged and confidential.
 
If the reader of the message is not intended or an authorized representative of the intended recipient, you
 are hereby notified that any dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited.
 
If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this e-mail
 messiage or by telephone at 352-732-8121 and delete the message and any attachments from your
 system.
 
Thank you.
 

mailto:ADurham@gahlaw.com
mailto:andrew.w.phillips@usace.army.mil
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:ADurham@gahlaw.com
http://www.gahlaw.com/
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Memorandum	
 


Date:  November 7, 2014 


To:  Rob Yeager 


CC:  Don McIntosh 


John Florio 


From:  Jeff Newton 


Subject:  Carlsbad Orlando Property (aka Starwood) 


All Aboard Florida Draft Environmental Impact Statement 


As requested in your recent conversation with Don McIntosh, we have reviewed the 


All  Aboard  Florida  (AAF)  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  dated 


September 2014  and  specific  appendices  to  that  report,  all  as obtained  from  the 


Federal Railroad Administration website, as related to “Alternative A,” “Alternative 


C”  and  “Alternative  E”  for  the  East‐West  Corridor  extending  from  Orlando 


International  Airport  (MCO)  to  Cocoa.    Our  primary  focus was  on  the  17.4 mile 


“OOCEA Segment” of the East‐West Corridor extending from SR 417 to SR 520 and 


its potential impact on Starwood.   
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Alternative	A	
This alternative places the AAF rail “largely within” the south 60 feet of the existing 


SR 528 right‐of‐way. 


 This alternative results  in the greatest encroachment  into the SR 528 right‐


of‐way, potentially interfering with the ultimate expansion of SR 528 to an 


8‐lane  facility,  and may  limit  future  regional multimodal  transportation 


opportunities that have been discussed in the area. 


 An elevated  (> 8  feet)  section of  rail  corridor begins  approximately 1,900 


feet west  of  Turkey  Creek  and  extends  approximately  3.5 miles west  to 


approximately  2,400  feet  west  of  Starwood’s  eastern  boundary,  with 


extensive bridging over  the existing  interchange at  ICP Boulevard and  the 


future interchange at Innovation Way.  An unusually long bridge span begins 


at  ICP Boulevard and extends over  the entire  Innovation Way  interchange 


including  its southern ramps.   The bridge crosses over the  Innovation Way 


roadway, which is the second tier of the interchange, making the rail bridge 


the third tier of the interchange, potentially 40‐50 feet above natural grade.  


This long section of significantly elevated rail and its unusually high bridge at 


Innovation  Way  could  have  increased  visual,  noise  and/or  vibration 


impacts on the adjacent and surrounding lands, including the northeastern 


portion  of  Starwood.    Due  to  the  height  of  the  rail,  opportunities  to 


mitigate the adverse  impacts to Starwood through the use of sound walls, 


landscaping, berms, etc. will be very  limited or non‐existent.   There  is no 


information  in  the  DEIS  that  addresses  planned mitigation  of  the  above 


noted impacts, especially as related to planned residential development.  


 While  the  remainder  of  the  rail  along  the  Starwood  frontage  runs  “At 


Grade” (defined as  less than or equal to 8 feet above natural grade), there 


may  be  some  level  of  visual,  noise  and/or  vibration  impacts  within 


Starwood.  


 As you know, there are already drainage  issues that exist along the SR 528 


corridor that adversely impact Starwood.  Any additional adverse impact to 


the natural drainage patterns  resulting  from construction of  the AAF  rail 


will  need  to  be  addressed  and/or mitigated.    At  this  level  of  study,  no 


information  was  provided  regarding  accommodation  of  the  existing 


drainage. 


 The  proposed  rail  remains  within  the  existing  SR  528  right‐of‐way  from 


SR 520  to  a  point  approximately  6,900  feet  west  of  Starwood’s  eastern 


boundary,  at  which  point  the  rail  corridor  deflects  into  the  Starwood 


property to avoid the existing mainline toll plaza and continues to the west 


–  both  inside  and  outside  of  the  irregular  SR  528  right‐of‐way  –  until 
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reaching the SR 417 interchange.  This alignment would require acquisition 


of land from Carlsbad Orlando. 


 The  “At  Grade”  portion  of  the  rail  along  the  Starwood  frontage  runs 


through  two  existing  stormwater  ponds  that  accommodate  SR  528 


drainage  with  no  apparent  provision  for  new  or  expanded  ponds  to 


compensate  for  the  diminished  capacity.    Expansion,  replacement  or 


reconfiguration  of  the  existing  ponds  could  require  acquisition  of 


additional land from Carlsbad Orlando. 


 Construction  of  the  proposed  rail  in  the  location  represented  by  this 


alternative would almost certainly preclude any potential for future direct 


access  from  Starwood  to  SR  528, whether  the  constraint  be  physical  or 


financial. 


Alternative	C	
This alternative places the AAF rail and a maintenance access road  largely within a 


100‐foot  wide  corridor,  10  feet  of  which  is  within  the  southern  portion  of  the 


existing SR 528 right‐of‐way and 90 feet of which is outside of the existing right‐of‐


way.   The DEIS anticipates  that CFX would acquire  the additional  lands outside of 


the existing right‐of‐way. 


 This  alternative  encroaches  into  the  SR  528  right‐of‐way,  potentially 


interfering with the ultimate expansion of SR 528 to an 8‐lane facility, and 


may  limit  future  regional multimodal  transportation  opportunities  that 


have been discussed in the area. 


 This  alternative  requires  acquisition  of  substantial  lands  from  Carlsbad 


Orlando. 


 The 100‐foot wide rail corridor runs contiguous with the SR 528 right‐of‐way 


to a point approximately 7,700  feet west of Starwood’s east boundary, at 


which point the corridor diverges to the south through the western portion 


of  Starwood  in  order  to  cross  SR  417  south  of  the  main  body  of  the 


SR 417/SR 528 interchange. 


 Due  to  the  alignment  of  the  rail  corridor,  significant  acreage  within 


Starwood lying north of the corridor (roughly 90 acres) will be landlocked, 


with no provision for access after construction of the rail. 


 The  rail  corridor  runs  “At Grade”  from  just  east  of  the  future  Innovation 


Way interchange to a point between the SR 528 mainline toll plaza and the 


SR  417  interchange,  at which  point  the  rail  corridor  elevates  in  order  to 


cross over SR 417 and  its associated  interchange ramps.   The  right‐of‐way 


associated with this elevated section  increases  from 100  feet to 380  feet 


wide. 


 Both  the  “At Grade”  and  elevated  sections of  rail  corridor  could  result  in 


visual, noise and/or  vibration  impacts within  Starwood. As was  the  case 
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with  Alternative  A,  there  is  no  information  in  the  DEIS  that  addresses 


planned  mitigation  of  these  impacts,  especially  as  related  to  planned 


residential development. 


 As was the case with Alternative A, construction of the proposed rail in the 


location represented by Alternative C would almost certainly preclude any 


potential  for  future direct access  from Starwood  to SR 528, whether  the 


constraint be physical or financial. 


Alternative	E	
This alternative places the AAF rail and a maintenance access road largely within a 
corridor comprising the southern 100 feet of a 200‐foot “Super Corridor” adjacent 
to the southerly right‐of‐way line of SR 528.  The DEIS anticipates that CFX would 
acquire the additional lands outside of the existing right‐of‐way.   
 


 Beyond the requirement for a 200‐foot Super Corridor, the impacts on 
Starwood resulting from Alternative E are similar to those resulting from 
Alternative C. 


 As was the case with Alternative C, this alternative requires acquisition of 


substantial lands from Carlsbad Orlando. 


 The 200‐foot wide Super Corridor runs contiguous with the SR 528 right‐of‐


way along the entire northern boundary of Starwood. 


 As was the case with Alternative C, beginning approximately 7,700 feet west 


of  Starwood’s east boundary,  the  corridor diverges  to  the  south  through 


the western portion of Starwood in order to cross SR 417 south of the main 


body of the SR 417/SR 528 interchange. 


 As was the case with Alternative C, due to the alignment of the rail corridor, 


significant  acreage within  Starwood  lying  north  of  the  corridor  (roughly 


90 acres) will be landlocked, with no provision for access after construction 


of the rail. 


 As was  the case with Alternative C,  the  rail corridor  runs “At Grade”  from 


just east of the future  Innovation Way  interchange to a point between the 


SR 528 mainline  toll plaza and  the SR 417  interchange, at which point  the 


rail  corridor  elevates  in  order  to  cross  over  SR  417  and  its  associated 


interchange ramps.  The right‐of‐way associated with this elevated section 


increases from 100 feet to 380 feet wide. 


 As was the case with both Alternative A and Alternative C, the “At Grade” 


and  elevated  sections of  rail  corridor  could  result  in  visual,  noise  and/or 


vibration impacts within Starwood. 


 As was the case with both Alternative A and Alternative C, construction of 


the proposed rail in the location represented by Alternative E would almost 


certainly preclude any potential for future direct access from Starwood to 


SR 528, whether the constraint be physical or financial. 
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This memorandum  is not based on an exhaustive  review of  the DEIS, but  rather a 


focused review related to the “OOCEA Segments” of the alignment alternatives their 


potential  impact on  lands owned by Carlsbad Orlando, LLC.   There are engineering 


implications  to any alignment alternative  that cannot be evaluated at  this  level of 


detail. 







From: DCF
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.winkle@dot.gov
Subject: USCG Public comment for All Aboard Florida
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 9:01:10 PM

Dear Sir,
 
As a Florida boater, I am concerned about the impact on both recreational boating and commerce
 from the significant additional bridge closings as a result of AAF eastern route to Orlando.  I feel
 consideration should be given to using a western route along the CSX corridor.   I am also in
 agreement with the MIATC position on this topic.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Frick
dcf@frick9.com
215 514-0683
 

mailto:dcf@frick9.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
mailto:John.winkle@dot.gov


From: Ken Bradley
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov
Cc: Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com
Subject: Use Amendment 1 Funds to acquire FECR Land & Create a Florida State Park Linear Greenway
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 3:43:25 PM

All Aboard Florida Proposed Route vs Alternative Routes and Creation of a Linear
 Greenway Florida State Park along the existing route using Amendment 1 Land
 Acquisition Trust Funds.
 
Amendment 1 alters SECTION 28. Land Acquisition Trust Fund to include:

Effective on July 1 of the year following passage of this amendment by the voters
 (2015), and for a period of 20 years after that effective date, the Land Acquisition Trust
 Fund shall receive no less than 33 percent of net revenues derived from the existing
 excise tax on documents, as defined in the statutes in effect on January 1, 2012, as
 amended from time to time, or any successor or replacement tax, after the
 Department of Revenue first deducts a service charge to pay the costs of the
 collection and enforcement of the excise tax on documents. b) Funds in the Land
 Acquisition Trust Fund shall be expended only for the following purposes: 1) As
 provided by law, to finance or refinance: the acquisition and improvement of land,
 water areas, and related property interests, including conservation easements, and
 resources for conservation lands including wetlands, forests, and fish and wildlife
 habitat; wildlife management areas; lands that protect water resources and drinking
 water sources, including lands protecting the water quality and quantity of rivers,
 lakes, streams, springsheds, and lands providing recharge for groundwater and
 aquifer systems; lands in the Everglades Agricultural Area and the Everglades
 Protection Area, as defined in Article II, Section 7(b); beaches and shores; outdoor
 recreation lands, including recreational trails, parks, and urban open space; rural
 landscapes; working farms and ranches; historic or geologic sites; together with
 management, restoration of natural systems, and the enhancement of public access
 or recreational enjoyment of conservation lands. 2) To pay the debt service on bonds
 issued pursuant to Article VII, Section 11(e). c) The moneys deposited into the Land
 Acquisition Trust Fund, as defined by the statutes in effect on January 1, 2012, shall
 not be or become commingled with the General Revenue Fund of the state.

 
This is approximately $1 Billion Dollars a year for 20 years.  Amendment 1 had
 approximately 75 percent "Yes" votes to 25 percent “No”. It needed 60 percent of the vote
 to pass.  Florida Residents overwhelmingly passed this amendment.
 
This is an opportunity for the State of Florida to purchase the Florida East Coast Railway
 Land that runs directly through the centers of and bisects many cities and towns along the
 way and create a Linear Greenway State Park in its place.  This will do more for the public
 use and enjoyment and the economies along the east coast of Florida than any other
 project or existing state park.
 
One alternative to accomplish this goal is to swap the FECR land for an easement along
 the I-95 or Florida Turnpike to re-direct the proposed All Aboard Florida Passenger Train
 and the existing Freight Traffic. Passenger trains could run on one side of the Corridor and
 Freight Trains on the other side or even an elevated High Speed Train down the center.
 

mailto:ken@kenbradleyrealtor.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment
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mailto:Floridanotallaboard@gmail.com


Other alternatives would be to use I-95 or Turnpike Corridor for passenger service only and
 use the existing CSX Tracks for freight.  There also another very good alternative for
 freight that has been proposed and that is to use ocean going container ships to almost
 totally replace the need for freight trains.
 
One issue that has not yet received much press is the readiness of Local Disaster
 Response Teams along the proposed AAF Route and increased freight traffic that is sure
 to come.  Are our Fire Departments, Police Departments and Hospitals prepared to handle
 a disastrous derailment of either a freight train carrying Hazardous Materials or a
 Passenger Train derailment at one of the 340 at grade crossings or bridges along the
 way?  It is unlikely at this time that the smaller communities along the way are ready for
 such a disaster.  How much will it cost the taxpayers to fund this requirement?
 
In conclusion, the best use of the FECR land at this time is for a State Park Linear
 Greenway with pedestrian and bicycle paths and various recreation amenities running
 almost the entire length of the state and would enhance the value of the land and buildings
 bordering the Greenway Park and increase local tax revenues.  New uses for buildings and
 adjacent land along the Greenway Park and new businesses created will not only increase
 the tax revenue, it will also eliminate many blighted areas along the current FEC Railway
 Tracks.
 
BOTTOM LINE:  All of the above alternative proposals will increase employment in Florida
 for many years to come as the improvements are made and local tax revenues will also
 increase dramatically.
 
 

Have a Great Day !!
 
Ken Bradley, Sales Manager | Trainer | Coach |Short Sale Division Manager
CDPE, E-Pro, Previews International Luxury Homes Specialist
Coldwell Banker Paradise/ Ed Schlitt/ Hoyt Murphy Realtors
Email: Ken@KenBradleyRealtor.com |Cell: (772) 538-9981 |Fax: 772-360-4115
News: www.KenBradleyRealtor.com | Website: www.FLColdwellBanker.com
4625 N A1A |Vero Beach, FL 32963
9 Office Locations in Indian River, Brevard and St. Lucie Counties
 
DISCLOSURE: Ken Bradley is a licensed real estate broker (BK8865) in Florida. A real estate broker or agent is qualified
 to advise you specifically about real estate sales, leasing, management, property values and marketing your property for
 sale or lease.  For advice regarding legal, tax, insurance, or property inspection issues, I recommend that you consult with
 an appropriately licensed professional.
 

mailto:Ken@KenBradleyRealtor.com
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From: Jay and Patty Kamm
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Vehement Opposition
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 8:28:41 AM

Dear Staff of the Federal Rail Administration,
I am writing to express my vehement opposition to All Aboard Florida’s plan to run high speed
 trains through the Treasure Coast communities of Florida. By now you have heard countless
 concerns expressed by the citizens of this area, so I needn’t re-state them here. However, please
 know that nothing good can come from this scheme, and a lot of damage to these communities will
 come about if this plan is allowed to go forward.
One corporation’s ability to make money and its desire to make money should not be allowed to
 trump the widespread opposition to this project on the part of St. Martin and Indian River County
 residents. Please heed the admonitions of our county officials to review the draft Economic Impact
 Statement and see it for what it really is. Stop this thing in its tracks. Please.
James J. Kamm
5040-101 Harmony Circle
Vero Beach, FL 32967

mailto:jjpckamm@hotmail.com
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From: Ms Patricia G Tifft
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Vero Beach
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:32:16 PM

I live in South Vero Beach not far from Route 1 and the AAF proposed fast trains from Miami to Orlando.There are
 gates and track crossings in Vero Beach at Highland Ave, Oslo Rd, 1st St, 4th St, 8th St, 12th St, 17th St, 20th St,
 21st St, 23rd St, 26th St, Aviation Blvd, 41St, 44th St, etc. Fast trains flying through our city every twenty minutes
 would create havoc, effectively cutting the city in half. Vero Beach would receive absolutely no benefit from these
 trains. There is no plan to create a stop anywhere near here. Rather, there would be constant traffic jams, noise,
 shaking and danger. Emergency vehicles could well be caught on the wrong side of the track in the traffic. Our
 property  values would be devalued significantly. Our city, and the whole Treasure Coast would not be a place
 where tourists would want to come any more, thus being a huge detriment to the local economy.

Why haven't these issues been addressed by the Federal Railroad Administration's draft environmental impact
 statement?! Doesn't the Treasure Coast deserve any consideration of the obvious facts that these fast trains would
 cause? Will people have to die to make the Federal Railroad Administration wake up to the facts? Trains going up
 to 110 miles per hour don't belong in the middle of populated cities and towns. European trains operate
 underground or overhead at crossings. These multiple crossings would be terribly dangerous.

I understand there is a right of way along Florida's Tpke which goes right to Orlando without going through any
 heavily populated cities oor towns. It would be a direct route, much quicker and straighter. I know that AAF doesn't
 own that land but certainly there must be a way to build their tracks there.

Please reconsider what AAF wants to do. Their plan is ludicrous.

Patricia Tifft
341 Hawthorne Lane
Vero Beach FL 32962

mailto:pattifft@yahoo.com
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From: Larry Gambon
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Very bad idea.
Date: Monday, December 1, 2014 2:58:03 PM

I can not think of a single good reason All Aboard Florida has for building this “passenger” rail system 
through our most populated Treasure Coast towns. The potential for ruinous consequences are completely 
glossed over by those who favor this fiasco. The rider estimates AAF makes are pure bunk. Amtrack 
already stops in Miami and Orlando and their ridership is a disaster. By what magic will AAF make this 
work?

The disruption to our access to healthcare, hospitals and emergency services will be disastrous and will cost 
lives. That alone should be cause enough to shut this idea down right now. When you add to that the 
potential huge business losses, parking spot losses and marine congestion, one would think the system is run
 by a bunch of blithering, blind, idiots. And should I mention the quality of life issues that will be destroyed 
by all of these trains constantly barreling through our towns at breakneck speeds? 

We all know this is about freight. We all know this is as bad an idea as they get. And we all know this is 
about money. That is ALL this is about. The Environmental Impact Statement compiled by AAF is a 
complete joke. This is a very bad idea that is going to have never imagined consequences that will 
negatively effect our towns far in to the future.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Gambon
Stuart, FL

Wildlife & Nature Photography
by Larry Gambon
http://www.larrygambon.com
772-872-6861
lgambon@gmail.com
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From: Firefighters
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Very Concerned Citizen and Boater
Date: Friday, September 26, 2014 7:29:20 AM

As a long time Palm city resident and  boater,  I’m very concerned that This private venture is
 allowed to move passengers and additional freight traffic  through these coastal communities
 without the government requirements to replace obsolete infrastructures such as the St Lucie
 trestle bridge.  At a minimum, these bridges should be replaced to allow clearance for most vessels
 before the AAF can begin operations.
 
Everyone knows that AAF is not critical for the movement of tourist and will  lose money and
 eventually fade away with our tax dollars as the freight business increases with the expansions of
 the ports and Panama canal.
 
Again, everyone loses except for big business…When will it stop????
 
Thomas Dent
Palm City Fl.

mailto:firefighters@bellsouth.net
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From: Tequesta Vet Clinic
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Very much NOT aboard
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 6:47:09 AM

To whom it may concern,

I live and work in Tequesta.  I own a veterinary hospital about a block from the railroad.  The railway is currently a
 frustration, and if the new freight rail service goes through it will definitely affect my business and livelihood.

I understand that the high speed train service is fast and the rail crossings won't be the 10 or 15 minute delays that
 the freight service sometimes causes.  Nonetheless, most residents in tequesta understand that the rail expansion is
 about widening of the Panama Canal and increasing freight.   We get stuck waiting for trains at present.  The
 thought of multiple freight trains cutting us in half every day causes dread.

When my clients get stuck on the wrong side of the tracks they may be 10 to 20 minutes late for an appointment. 
 This directly affects my business!  It can create a huge bottle neck in my scheduling.  The rails cut our town in half. 
 Not only are you putting our emergency services (fire trucks, ambulances) at risk which can cost lives, you are
 affecting
Oval business.

I see NO BENEFIT to residents in Tequesta, Hobe Sound and the treasure coast.  All Aboard Florida is asking a
 great deal of us to live with the consequences of a railway cutting us in half. 

This railway should be moved west.  Let is affect cows instead of local businesses!  I'm sure most residents won't
 take the time to write, but make no doubt about it:  ALL ABOARD FLORIDA IS NOT WANTED!!! 

Let it stay south.  If it benefits folks south of here I'm happy to let them have rail service.  If they wish to go north to
 Orlando, let it go west of I-95. 

Leave my tax dollars alone.  Don't use them to cut my town in half.

Sincerely,
Joi Sutton, DVM

Sent from my iPad

mailto:tequestavetclinic@yahoo.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=a684605513f34bf2926fb80a3c1f31a0-AAF_Comment


From: Collette Ide
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Wake up Broward
Date: Thursday, November 6, 2014 5:58:44 AM

Wake up Broward County! All Aboard Florida is bad for you.
 
It is clear that All Aboard Florida, the proposed passenger rail service from Miami
 to Orlando, is simply an elaborate ruse to obtain funding to lay more train tracks
 and, (this is the key), to obtain approval to keep the New River bridge (and other
 bridges) closed for 40 minutes per hour for rail traffic, all under the guise of
 providing a useful and environmentally friendly transport service to and from
 Disney World.
The problem is, passenger rail traffic will not sustain AAF’s business model. AAF
 has sued to keep their revenue projections and business plan from being disclosed
 under sunshine laws for a reason….it’s a money loser. The numerous ridership
 and environmental impact studies published by paid consultants touting the
 benefits of AAF were contracted by AAF and its parent company FECI with one
 goal in mind.……. to create a vehicle that is acceptable to the populace through
 which FECI can eventually accommodate (and profit from) the dramatic increase
 in freight traffic expected to be generated from the Port of Miami/PANAMEX
 expansion on the lines shared with AAF.
 
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/intermodal/article/Florida-East-Coast-
Railway-partners-with-two-south-Florida-ports-to-tap-more-import-container-
traffic--28317
 
http://www.miamidade.gov/portmiami/press_releases/2014-10-17-sunshine-
gateway.asp
 
The real genius of the AAF/FECI ruse is in the financing. The AAF/FECI plan is
 that the bonds to fund the project will be collateralized by AAF’s “rights to run
 passenger service on the FEC rail right of way. With such weak collateral, the
 only way the bond issuance could possibly be approved, (with either public or
 private funding), is if there was a guaranteed buyer for the bonds.
This is where a bit of conjecture comes in… Since the bonds will only be sold to
 “institutional” investors, it is likely that Fortress Investment Group (or their
 proxies) will be the primary buyer of the notes (possibly within the various
 Fortress funds). Why Fortress? Well… because they own FECI. So if (when)
 AAF eventually defaults on the notes, FECI effectively gets the rights back
 through debtor in possession. Genius.
 
Of course by that time, AAF/FECI would have bought time to build out the
 additional tracks and complete the expanded rail cargo facilities at the Port of
 Miami. Meanwhile, the hapless Broward residents will have become inured to the
 inconvenience of increased delays in east/west travel (both cars and boats), the
 marine repair and recreational boating industries employing thousands along the
 New River will have been decimated, and FEC will be free to run as much freight
 through our towns as they want. All without a vote from the affected residents of
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 Broward.
 
The people of Broward County need to wake up and see that the light coming at
 them is attached to an FEC locomotive hauling vast amounts of cargo day and
 night through our community. AAF is a bait & switch and a bad deal for Broward
 residents. In the end, it will serve only to benefit the Port of Miami, FECI,
 Fortress and the anonymous companies pushing cargo through our community.
 Meanwhile, it devalues our property, degrades our lifestyles and will kill
 thousands of local jobs tied to the New River marine industries.
 
The politicians and bureaucrats are either all in bed with the big out of town
 money on this or are "useful idiots" unable to see through this scam. Mainstream
 media must also be in the tank...otherwise they would be asking some serious
 questions. Even the Coast Guard is caught up in the current on this one. The
 process of duping the populace is well along now. Kudos to Florida Not All
 Aboard and Save the New River Fort Lauderdale for the work they are doing. At
 this point, the only thing that can stop this ruse is if influential residents and
 businesspersons in this community get informed and organized quickly, demand
 transparency and accountability from their elected officials and stand up to these
 entities that do not have our best interest in mind. This is happening right now
 Broward. Wake up.

This was written by Tom Thomas. I agree with his assessment of this ill planned venture to
 disrupt the lifestyle of those of us who live, work and enjoy the quiet side of Fort Lauderdale.
I believe that this private venture is not in our communities best interest. It will cost a lot of
 jobs in the local marine industry, for which the 'Venice of America' is known for. 

Collette Ide
905 Coconut Drive 
Fort Lauderdale, Fl.
33315

Sent from my iPad



From: Richard Samples
To: USCGD7DPBPUBLICCOMMENT@uscg.mil; AAF_Comments@vhb.com; Senator Bill Nelson
Subject: WATERWAY BRIDGES
Date: Sunday, October 5, 2014 4:32:11 PM

I want to be sure all the questions/concerns/objections
 regarding the waterway railroad bridges on the NEW
 RIVER,LOXAHATCHEE RIVER and the ST.LUCIE RIVER are
 amply reviewed by reputable CERTIFIED RAILROAD DESIGN
 ENGINEERING FIRMS and not only an in house schedule
 driven branch/department for a "date and time later in
 the year"                         Richard V.Samples    
                                    Stuart Florida 
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From: Maryann
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: We are NOT for All Aboard Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 9:42:14 PM

We are NOT for All Aboard Florida.
We live within 100 yards East of the Tracks.  The Pollution, Dust, Noise, and Diesel Exhaust and shaking of our
 house will be intolerable with the passing trains.

We are active Sailboaters who transit the St Lucie River weekly through the railroad bridge.  The limited opening
 will cause us much problems.  Your video of passing through the bridge is grossly miss  represented.   It is not
 possible. 

Living East of the railroad tracks.  Getting to Route 1 will be difficult do to traffic delays, backing up at the
 crossings.  Being a past school bus driver it will be difficult getting children to school on time.  Also, it will delay
 ambulances causing delays in getting people to the hospital.

We are NOT for All Aboard Florida.

Robert & Maryann Luehman
4300 SE St. Lucie Blvd. Lot 155
Stuart, FL 34997

mailto:mluehman@hotmail.com
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From: Herbert Winkelmeyer
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: we are residents of Vista Royale are are against all aboard florida it will lower our property values and increase

 noise and traffic we are a 55 an older community and do not need any more money spent on useless
 investments by wealthy people what will ...

Date: Sunday, November 9, 2014 4:03:22 PM

a           
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From: charlesnichols111@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Cc: AAAF-COMMENTS@VHB.COM
Subject: WE DO NOT WANT IT FOR AALL THE SAME REASONS EVERYONE ELSE DOESN"T WANT. iF SO WE SHOULS

 HAVE ADEPOT IN THE tREASURE3 cOAST!!!!!!!!
Date: Tuesday, December 2, 2014 8:32:11 PM
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From: Barbara Reitman
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: we here at frenchmens creek, have many concerns about the project.
Date: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 8:08:02 AM
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From: whaskookin@comcast.net
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Why?
Date: Monday, September 22, 2014 8:16:18 AM

I love trains and rail service.  But the plans for AAF as presented will not be a service
 to the average taxpayer, only another financial burden.  We could use rail service
 from Port St Lucie, Stuart, Jensen Beach and Vero Beach to West Palm or Orlando,
 and you could probably make money by providing such stops.  But since you have
 no plans to do so, I beg you to consider running these trains along the interior of our
 state.  I realize the costs may seem prohibitive, as opposed to using existing
 lines/leases, but the infrastructure you're building your plans on is very old, in a state
 whose climate is punishing to man-made materials.  Please do some more research
 and talk to think tanks before going ahead with this doomed to fail ( or at the very
 lease, cost us and you MUCH more than you're figuring) project.
 
Thank you,
Beth Peterson
Port St Lucie, FL   34952

mailto:whaskookin@comcast.net
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From: Lori Dubay
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com; John.Winkle@dot.gov
Subject: Written Comments AAF dEIS
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 11:50:20 PM
Attachments: AAF - dEIS Written Comments.pdf

Attached please accept my written comments being sent at 11:40 pm

Please excuse any typos - I am a very busy person!
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December 3
rd


, 2014 


 


AAF_comments@vhb.com, John.Winkle@DOT.Gov. 


 


Mr. John Winkle 


 Federal Railroad Administration 


1200 New Jersey Avenue 


SE, Room W38-311, 


Washington, DC 20590 


 


 


Dear Mr. Winkle, 


 


I would like to include my written comments in regards to the biased, incomplete, incorrect, and 


with errant and obvious omissions this draft Environmental Impact Statement was presented by 


All Aboard Florida on September 19
th


, 2014.  Further I would like to also address the fact that I 


feel that using an All Aboard Florida e-mail that directs itself to VHB, the company that 


conducted the study also biased as these comments should be directed to OUR government 


directly.  In addition I feel that springing the release of this study at a specific time, just prior to 


the Nov. 2
nd


 elections and having the comment period end just after Thanksgiving and before 


another major holiday season for residents with concerns a kick below the belt.  There is no 


reason that the deadline date could not have been extended.  Many, including myself have daily 


jobs and family matters that have to be contended with and taking on written comments on such 


an important issue that could change the face of the eastern coast of Florida and the lives and 


safety of thousands should have been weighed upon and considered.  I say it’s dirty pool.  And 


this affects taxpayers from Miami all the way up the coast to Cocoa Beach, Florida.  Therefore I 


am also submitting this to your government e-mail so that I can be assured that my comment 


WILL be counted. 


 


There are many levels of safety concerns in our area and that of the entire eastern coast of 


Florida. One of them is the condition of our rail bridges. Others include many factors for safety 


at our rail crossings. These increases in rail traffic (Passenger and the additional planned increase 


in freight due to the Panama Canal) will cripple us.  They will not aid our traffic congestion 


either, they will only exacerbate them and interrupt our lives and create a mass of safety issues. It 


will dissect our communities. It will also impede emergency responders, as many of our services 


will be delayed in transit to hospitals as they lie on the opposite side of the tracks in many of 


communities. That can mean the difference in a life or death situation.   
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The area in which my family lives in the Jupiter/Tequesta area is a good model for other areas. 


We have population on both east and west of the rail tracks.  Tequesta is just north of the 


Loxahatchee River.  The hospital in Jupiter is west of the tracks, as is our Emergency responders.  


The population the lives east of the tracks would be at risk in a health/accident emergency even 


if a responder could get to them, if the rail way was blocked for any reason, the responders 


would not be able to get them to the hospital quickly.  Seconds count.  The same is true for the 


residents of Tequesta and Jupiter Island.  These conditions are not limited to our towns as there 


are others such as Palm Beach Gardens and Stuart that fall under similar conditions that leave 


large populations at risk. 


 


http://www.saveourfl.com/news-conference-jupiter-medical-center/ 


 


Additionally ALL of the ‘at grade’ crossings also are our ONLY Emergency Evacuations 


Routes for the entire east coast.  This is another safety hazard as one well knows it doesn’t have 


to be a hurricane to cause an evacuation of residents; there are other conditions that can cause the 


need for an evacuation.  There are many areas where large populations reside that only have a 


north and south exit to an evacuation route.  If these rail ways are blocked for any reason some 


residents would have to travel much longer distances to get to the evacuation route.  Those with 


only ‘one’ exit, may not be able to access and evacuation route at ALL. 


 


While this study consists of AAF, the whole entire rail operation must be considered!  Especially 


with the plans for 40% additional freight and the addition of Tri-Rail to extend further north as 


well.  While AAF might be the applicant, their LLC is owned by the very same company as 


FEC!  SO, this MUST be considered in the entire process.   


 


In observation of omissions, the crossings of our area were not considered in the study.  It cannot 


be judged that lightly by others who do not live here to understand or unwilling to learn to see 


that the population of people ‘living’ here will be affected greatly so that they can produce rail 


commerce. 


 


No study was done to examine the health hazards within homes of those living closest to the 


tracks!  If you clearly listen to two residents that were present at the Boynton Beach City Agenda 


Meeting on September 3
rd


, 2014 that spoke of dust and health conditions they face because of the 


trains.  One of them even stated he was on a respirator.  There are others that I hear complaining 


of oily soot/dust that covers the surfaces of their homes.  The dEIS did not study this fact.  Nor 


did they study the fact the homes near the tracks have had issues with  
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electrical contacts within their homes due to the vibrations and the contacts have to be tightened.  


This is a fire hazard.    More trains (freight and passenger) will increase this problem.  


 


 Boynton Beach City Agenda Meeting that included presentation by AAF September 3
rd


, 2014  


(this is over 3 hours long - the speakers on the dust/air speakers are at 2:12:52 and 2:22:41 on the 


video):  


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VvRmq5ezF2M&feature=player_detailpage&list=UUHxHJ


QCYf067_qYAmq9lKcw 


 


Our marine businesses will also be affected and impeded by additional closings of the trestle 


bridges.  I also do not consider a boater that is fishing on the waterways a ‘recreational boater’!  


My definition of a recreational boater is one who is out water skiing or out sunning themselves.   


 


The trestle bridges that cover the major waterways are old and poor condition and also LOW and 


narrow.  They are falling apart and can’t withstand additional freight or high-speed trains going 


over them.  Perhaps you were able to view the 60 minutes episode as shown on television! 


http://www.cbsnews.com/news/falling-apart-america-neglected-infrastructure/ 


 


As it stands, AMTRACK and Tri-Rail that service our areas are both already subsidized.  


Amtrack which already conducts service from West Palm Beach Florida to Orlando does not 


have enough ridership to carry them financially.  So basically one is paying for their trip before 


they ever purchase a ticket.  Yet, we do not have people lining up in droves to drive to West 


Palm Beach and park our cars to travel to Orlando.  Even on a relatively inexpensive fare.  I 


wouldn’t even leave my car parked there.  Do you think I’m going to do that for AAF?  


Absolutely NOT.  And apparently others will not either.  Why does AAF think they can make, 


they don’t even know about us or the fact the Boynton Beach doesn’t have a waterfront hotel! 


 


AAF is after funding from our tax dollars via the RRIF loan.  After the episode of Fortress 


leaving ‘Canada Dry’ do we really need Fortress leaving ‘Florida All Wet’?  AAF is ALL 


ABOUT FREIGHT. 


 


I would expect the FRA and our Government to make a conscious decision on the RIFF  loan 


and that of the Private Activity Bonds.  There is NO current Private Passenger Rail anywhere 


that is financially successful.  Skip a step and use the RIFF fund and run the freight west before 


AAF runs off with it.  Please also review the articles by Wall Street Journal and Bloomberg 


about Fortress’ financial faiure!  I hope you are able to read them. 


http://online.wsj.com/articles/bad-bets-rock-fortresss-macro-fund-1414621254 


http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-10-30/fortress-would-consider-going-private-says-ceo-


randy-nardone.html 
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Before I end I want to relay ‘one’ incident that occurred when a train blocked all three access 


roads in Tequesta (Riverside Dr. ‘techincally Jupiter’, Tequesta Dr. and County Line Road.  


When both my parents lived in the Tequesta County Club the train was stuck for three days!  I 


lived in Jupiter with my young children and needed to get to my parents.  With the main 


crossings blocked I had to travel via Loxahatchee River Road.  Thankfully no one was in need of 


emergency transit to the hospital! 


 


 


Lorene Dubay 


501 Willet Avenue 


Jupiter, Florida 33458 


 







From: kimacoe@gmail.com on behalf of kim coe
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: yes to All Aboard Fl
Date: Monday, November 24, 2014 9:22:12 PM

I am a native Maimian who lives in Delray Beach since 1980.  I95 doesn't work and we need
 to look forward to the future and back to the past foresight of our founder, Henry Flagler.  We
 need to embrace his legacy and renew our love of the railroad here in FL.  It has really never
 left us here on the east coast but it needs to be done 'right'!  Please encourage our government
 officials to support this effort.
Thank you,
Kim
Facebook  Blog  Twitter  Instagram
Kim Agardy Coe
President
QBS Designs (formerly Queen BEA Studio)
Sewn & designed in the USA
1111 NW 3rd AVENUE
Delray Beach, Florida, 33444
561 272 3258
fax. 561 278 0783
info@qbsdesigns.com
www.qbsdesigns.com
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From: basketcases
To: AAF_Comments@vhb.com
Subject: Your trains pose a threat to the citizens of Florida
Date: Wednesday, December 3, 2014 2:37:24 PM

To All Aboard Florida,

We feel that your trains will pose a real danger to all the citizens of Florida who live or travel
 anywhere near its tracks.  Not only will it be a traffic hazard resulting in many accidents, it will
 also prevent emergency vehicles from crossing the tracks expeditiously which will result in the
 loss of lives as well as property.  We are both vehemently opposed to the whole idea.  
Sincerely,
Bob and Marilyn Stevens
Vero Beach, FL 
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